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From: Lee, Anita
To: Saltman, Tamara
Subject: RE: cover note to FOIA requestor?
Date: Friday, October 24, 2014 1:23:46 PM
Attachments: 2013_0906 Index of Withheld Documents.pdf


2013_0906 Goldwater FOIA Response Letter EPA-R9-2013-008006.pdf


Hi Tamara,


Here is what we sent for the Goldwater FOIA. Hope this helps!


Anita


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Friday, October 24, 2014 1:02 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: cover note to FOIA requestor?


hi – 
  If you have it handy, could you send it over? Thanks!


Tamara


Attachments: Release in Full


Redaction: Not Responsive



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=0054C16E603D4CC6A2CBB5E39A828234-ALEE07
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Goldwater FOIA Request (EPA‐R09‐2013‐008006) 
 



Index of Withheld Documents 
 



#  Title  Format  Exemption 



1  Navajo Generating Station – Preparation for White House Tribal Nations 
Conference – deadlines and details below from Tod Siegel to Ann Lyons, 
11/20/12 , with attachment “Tab 2.docx” 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



2  FW: Navajo Generating Station – Preparation for White House Tribal 
Nations Conference – deadlines and details below from Ann Lyons to 
Anita Lee and Colleen McKaughan, 11/20/12, with attachment “Tab 
2.docx” 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



3  Re:FW: Navajo Generating Station – Preparation for White House Tribal 
Nations Conference – deadlines and details below from Colleen 
McKaughan to Ann Lyons, 11/20/12, with attachment “Tab 2.docx” 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



4  Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Martha Keating to Anita Lee 
and Colleen McKaughan, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



5  Re: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Anita Lee to Martha 
Keating, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



6  Re: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Linda Chappell to Martha 
Keating, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



7  Fw: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Martha Keating to Linda 
Chappell, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



8  Re: Fw: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Colleen McKaughan to 
Martha Keating and Linda Chappell, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



9  Fw: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Colleen McKaughan to 
Deborah Jordan, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



10  Re: Fw: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Linda Chappell to 
Colleen McKaughan, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



11  Re: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Anita Lee to Linda 
Chappell, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



12  Re: Fw: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Colleen McKaughan to 
Linda Chappell, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



13  Re:  Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Linda Chappell to Anita 
Lee, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



14  Re: Fw: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Linda Chappell to 
Colleen McKaughan, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



15  Re: Edit of NGS blurb for cabinet report – from Anita Lee to Linda 
Chappell, 1/9/13 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



16  Email from Colleen McKaughan to Deborah Jordan on 3‐agency 
implementation strategy dated 12/5/12 at 7:09 AM 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



17  Email from Deborah Jordan to Colleen McKaughan on 3‐agency 
implementation strategy dated 12/5/12 at 7:19 AM 



Lotus Notes Email 
(PDF) 



5 



18  3 agency working group implementation plan  Word (.docx)  5 



19  3 agency working group implementation plan_112012  Word (.docx)  5 



20  3 agency working group implementation plan_120512  Word (.docx)  5 



21  3 agency working group implementation plan_alee  Word (.docx)  5 



22  Draft agenda 3 agency working group 021213 v1  Word (.docx)  5 



23  Draft NGS Implementation Plan 121012  Word (.docx)  5 











24  Implementation plan – joint statement v2  Word (.docx)  5 



25  NGS 3 Agency Statement 12‐6‐12 authorities sentence  Word (.docx)  5 



26  NGS Implementation Plan jm – 12‐9‐12  Word (.docx)  5 



27  NGS jt stmt edited – clean‐101612  Word (.docx)  5 



28  Tab 2  Word (.docx)  5 



29  Working group charge  Word (.docx)  5 



30  Draft Timelines of Correspondence and Meetings on NGS (2 copies)  Paper  5 



31  Draft Communications Strategies on NGS (2 copies) with Attorney Notes  Paper  5 



32  Draft Notice of Proposed Rulemaking with Attorney Notes (5 copies)  Paper  5 



33  Joint Working Group Implementation Plan with staff notes  Paper  5 



34  Draft Joint Federal Agency Statement Regarding Navajo Generating 
Station (3 copies) 



Paper  5 



35  DOI‐EPA‐DOE Joint NGS Work Group Communications Plan with staff 
notes 



Paper  5 



36  Joint Federal Agency Working Group NREL Phase 2 Sub‐team  Paper  5 



37  Personal Notes from Tamara Saltman – Process Team 2/26/2013  Electronic (docx)  5 



38  FW: Flake Questions; Email from Colleen McKaughan to Deborah Jordan, 
June 19, 2013; 5 attachments, listed separately below  



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



39  11839 – Flake 1  Electronic (docx)  5 



40  11840 – Flake 2  Electronic (docx)  5 



41  11841 – Flake 3  Electronic (docx)  5 



42  11842 – Flake 4 (2)  Electronic (docx)  5 



43  11843 – Flake 5  Electronic (docx)  5 



44  Re: draft email re: NGS working group from Cynthia Hoeft to Tamara 
Saltman, March 28, 2013; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



45  March 2013 email to stakeholders_dft3 032813 cah2  Electronic (docx)  5 



46  FW: draft email re: NGS working group from Colleen McKaughan to 
Tamara Saltman, March 28, 2013; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



47  March 2013 email to stakeholders_dft3 032813 cah  Electronic (docx)  5 



48  Re: draft email re: NGS working group from Cynthia Hoeft to Tamara 
Saltman, March 28, 2013; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



49  March 2013 email to stakeholders_dft3 032813 cah  Electronic (docx)  5 



50  Re: draft email re: NGS working group from Tamara Saltman to Letty 
Belin, March 28, 2013; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



51  March 2013 email to stakeholders_dft3 032813   Electronic (docx)  5 



52  Re: draft email re: NGS working group from Letty Belin to David Palumbo, 
March 28, 2013; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



53  March 2013 email to stakeholders_dft2.BOR‐LB‐032813.docx  Electronic (docx)  5 



54  draft email re: NGS working group from Tamara Saltman to Deborah 
Jordan, March 21, 2013; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



55  March 2013 email to stakeholders_dft2   Electronic (docx)  5 



56  Re: document for NGS process team meeting Friday March 15, from Letty 
Belin to David Palumbo, March 15, 2013 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



57  FW: document for NGS process team meeting Friday March 15; from 
Anita Lee to Deborah Jordan, March 15, 2013 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



58  Re: document for NGS process team meeting Friday March 15, from 
David Palumbo to Tamara Saltman; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



59  NGS draft communications plan 03‐13‐2013 BOR Comments 03‐15.docx  Electronic (docx)  5 











60  FW: Joint Federal Agency Working Group ‐ NREL Phase 2 Sub‐team 
Meeting Agenda; from Deborah Jordan to Colleen McKaughan, March 14, 
2013; 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



61  NREL Phase 2 Draft Scope Elements 2013‐03‐06.docx  Electronic (docx)  5 



62  FW: document for NGS process team meeting Friday March 15; from 
Colleen McKaughan to Deborah Jordan; March 14, 2013; 1 attachment 
listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



63  NGS draft communications plan 03‐13‐2013.docx  Electronic (docx)  5 



64  FW: document for NGS process team meeting Friday March 15; from 
Tamara Saltman to Janet McCabe; March 14, 2013; 1 attachment listed 
below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



65  NGS draft communications plan 03‐13‐2013.docx  Electronic (docx)  5 



66  RE: draft communications plan for NGS outreach March 2013; from Anita 
Lee to Tamara Saltman; March 12, 2013, 1 attachment listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



67  NGS draft communications plan 03‐12‐2013_3.docx  Electronic (docx)  5 



68  FW: draft communications plan for NGS outreach March 2013 from 
Tamara Saltman to Colleen McKaughan, March 12, 2013, 1 attachment 
listed below 



Outlook Email 
(PDF) 



5 



69  NGS draft communications plan 03‐12‐2013_2.docx  Electronic (docx)  5 



70  2013_0228 ECOS talking points for BobP.cwm  Electronic (docx)  5 



71  2013_0228 ECOS talking points for BobP  Electronic (docx)  5 



72  2013_0606 Draft response letter Whitfield on NGS. Review version for 
OCIR and OAR 



Electronic (docx)  5 



73  NGS_McCarthy confirmation hearing Qs_alee  Electronic (docx)  5 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION IX



75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105-3901



SEP 062013



Mr. Kurt Altman
Goldwater Institute
500 East Coronado Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85004



Re: Freedom of Information Act Request: EPA-R9-20 13-008006



Dear Mr. Altman:



This letter is in response to your Freedom of Information Act request regarding documents and records
related to the Navajo Generating Station, specifically, relating to the Joint Federal Agency Working
Group, the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group, the Central Arizona Project Technical Work Group,
and any consideration or proposal to replace, repower, or fuel switch at the Navajo Generating Station.



We are providing, by electronic mail, Part 1 of the documents that are responsive to your request and are
not otherwise exempt. EPA Region 9 has coordinated our document and record search with the Office
of Air and Radiation, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards, and the Office of General Counsel.
Due to an unforeseen medical emergency, an individual at the Office of Air and Radiation, who is
reviewing documents related to this request, was temporarily unavailable and therefore unable to
complete her review of several documents. We are providing you with documents that are responsive to
your request that have already been reviewed, and intend to provide to you the remaining documents as
soon as they are available.



In addition, one individual at the Office of General Counsel was unavailable to conduct a document and
record search due to extended medical leave. We expect that any records from this individual would be
duplicative of documents and records produced from the search of the files of other individuals.
However, when this individual returns from medical leave, we will ensure that she conducts a search of
her documents and records for your FOLk request. We will provide you with any responsive documents
or records that were not already provided to you.



We have not included on the CD and are unable to provide you with the documents, or portions of
documents, which have been determined to be exempt from mandatory disclosure by virtue of 5 U.S.C.
552(b) (Exemptions 2 and 5). An itemized list of withheld material, along with the basis for
withholding, is also provided by electronic mail.



You may appeal this partial denial to the National Freedom of Information Officer, U.S. EPA, FOLk and
Privacy Branch, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. (2822T), Washington, DC 20460 (U.S. Postal
Service Only), FAX: (202) 566-2147, E-mail: hq.foiaepa.gov. Only items mailed through the United
States Postal Service may be delivered to 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW. If you are submitting your
appeal via hand delivery, courier service or overnight delivery, you must address your correspondence to
1301 Constitution Avenue, N.W., Room 6416J, Washington, DC 20004. Your appeal must be made in



Printed on Recv led Paper











writing, and it must be submitted no later than 30 calendar days from the date of this letter. The Agency
will not consider appeals received after the 30 calendar day limit. The appeal may include as much or as
little related information as you wish, as long as it clearly identifies the determination being appealed
(including the assigned FOLk request number: EPA-R9-2013-008006). For quickest possible handling,
the appeal letter and its envelope should be marked “Freedom of Information Act Appeal.”



Please contact Ann Lyons at (415) 972-3883, should you have any questions concerning this matter.



Sincerely,



Deborah Jordan
Director, Air Division



Enclosures: Part 1 of released documents and Index of Documents Withheld

















From: Lee, Anita
To: Busterud, Gretchen
Cc: Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: few notes on FOIA docs
Date: Tuesday, September 03, 2013 1:43:50 PM
Attachments: 2013_0903 Goldwater Response Letter.docx


Hi Gretchen,


Ann mentioned you would be willing to look at a partial denial FOIA response letter this week? We
 had intended the response to be complete by this Fri, but Janet McCabe at OAR wanted to review
 all docs related to her correspondence, 
  So, we will provide as much as we can on Friday, but will need to a few more
 days/weeks (TBD by HQ) to provide everything else.


Please let me know if you have any revisions to this letter. Thank you!


Anita


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, August 29, 2013 4:16 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: McKaughan, Colleen
Subject: few notes on FOIA docs


First, Gretchen said she would be happy to look at the partial denial letter next week and answer any
 questions you have. 


Second, I know I said that I did not need to look at these again, but here are some minor
 observations beginning with FOIA email 8 and ending with the first PDF on FOiA Email 4:


 


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial Release 
folder


Redactions on this page and next: Exemption 5 Attorney-
Client Process: Internal pre-decisional deliberative


Redacted: PII



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=0054C16E603D4CC6A2CBB5E39A828234-ALEE07
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Not sure if I will get a chance to look through any more so hope the response goes smoothly next
 week.


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov



mailto:lyons.ann@epa.gov










From: Weinstock, Larry
To: Dollison, Lawrence A.; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: RE: search terms and dates for NGS Goldwater Institute FOIA
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 11:19:17 AM


Larry
 
Sorry – hit send too early before
 
 
Please do the following search for Janet only – taken from Region 9 instructions:
 
For dates:  August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013
 
Separate search for the terms:
 
(please make sure you include or exclude the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


 
 
Tamara will also be adding documents to the same database and will do the review, so she needs all
 the necessary database access.   Once Tamara and you are done, there will need to be dedupping –
 Tamara make sure you tell Larry when you’re done collecting.
 
Money is a big issue on this pone so please send Tamara the amount of time the entire search took
 once you’re done.
 
 


Just so you know,  I will be out on vacation until the 23rd.
 
Many thanks,
Larry
 



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=ABF6EF85ED154D13AA590EA7C0ADDAC2-WEINSTOCK, LARRY
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From: Belin, Letty
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Hoeft, Cynthia
Subject: Re: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 1:23:28 PM


Thanks Tamara:  I have no problem with any of the forwarded documents being released.
Letty


On Mon, Sep 9, 2013 at 4:12 PM, Saltman, Tamara <Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov> wrote:


Letty – no problem. I look forward to hearing about your trip!


Here is one more set of info we wanted to check that you are OK with us releasing from the 3-
agency working group meeting process.


Thanks,


Tamara


202.564.2781


saltman.tamara@epa.gov


From: Belin, Letty [mailto:letty_belin@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:16 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming
 week at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office. 
 


Redacted: PII



mailto:letty_belin@ios.doi.gov

mailto:Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov

mailto:choeft@usbr.gov

mailto:Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov
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As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.


Letty


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week
 or two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara
 didn't say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the
 TWG somehow.


She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA
 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I
 have pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was
 being redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure
 you were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in
 what EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


 cell


-- 
Letty Belin


Redacted: PII



mailto:choeft@usbr.gov

mailto:Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov





Counselor to the Deputy Secretary


U.S. Department of the Interior


202-208-6291


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291












From: Belin, Letty
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: Re: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 8:20:44 AM


next week should work for me.  Let me know what morning would be best for you.  Thanks.
Letty


On Mon, Sep 9, 2013 at 8:17 AM, McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov> wrote:
Letty--my main Q was about the FOIA so thanks for answering that. 


I doubt I'll be able to meet this week, but maybe next?


From: Belin, Letty <letty_belin@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:16:09 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming
 week at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office. 
 


As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.
Letty


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week
 or two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara
 didn't say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the
 TWG somehow.


She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA


Redacted: PII
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 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I
 have pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was
 being redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure
 you were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in
 what EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


 cell


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


Redacted:  PII












From: McCabe, Janet
To: Letty Belin; Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Re: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 5:17:26 AM


Letty--my main Q was about the FOIA so thanks for answering that. 


I doubt I'll be able to meet this week, but maybe next?


From: Belin, Letty <letty_belin@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:16:09 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming week
 at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office.  
 


As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.
Letty


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week or
 two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara didn't
 say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the TWG
 somehow.


She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA
 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I have
 pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was being
 redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure you
 were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Redacted: PII
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Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in what
 EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


 cell


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


Redacted: PII












From: Belin, Letty
To: McCabe, Janet; Catherine Gulac Gulac
Cc: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: Re: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 6:29:49 PM


looping in Cathy on finding a day for breakfast next week.


On Mon, Sep 9, 2013 at 8:52 PM, McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov> wrote:


Ok.  Emily, could you please see if there’s a day next week that will work for Letty and me? 
 Thanks.


 


Janet McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA
Room 5406A, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20460
202-564-3206
mccabe.janet@epa.gov


 


From: Belin, Letty [mailto:letty_belin@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 09, 2013 11:20 AM
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: Re: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


 


next week should work for me.  Let me know what morning would be best for you.  Thanks.


Letty


 


On Mon, Sep 9, 2013 at 8:17 AM, McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov> wrote:


Letty--my main Q was about the FOIA so thanks for answering that. 


I doubt I'll be able to meet this week, but maybe next?


From: Belin, Letty <letty_belin@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:16:09 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS
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Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming
 week at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office. 
 


As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.


Letty


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week
 or two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara
 didn't say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the
 TWG somehow.


She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA
 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I
 have pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was
 being redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure
 you were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in
 what EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Redaction:  PII
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Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


 cell


-- 
Letty Belin


Counselor to the Deputy Secretary


U.S. Department of the Interior


202-208-6291


-- 
Letty Belin


Counselor to the Deputy Secretary


U.S. Department of the Interior


202-208-6291


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


Redacted: PII












From: Lorang, Phil
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: Jones, Rhea; Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Response RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 12:43:14 PM


Anita,


I have spent about 3 hours on this search and have done all I will do unless I hear back from you. I
 emailed you some Outlook documents and copied to the indicated Lotus Notes place a handful or
 so of Lotus Notes messages. It looked to me that I was the first to upload any Lotus Notes messages,
 but maybe I just can’t see what was already there.


 
 
 
 


Phil


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


not responsive


Redactions:  Non-responsive
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·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3. You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


ð        For emails in Outlook
1. Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –


this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
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g. NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
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Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang, Phil; Anderson, Lea; Schneeberg,


 Sara; Heller, Zoe; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Saracino, Ray;
 MIKULIN, JOHN; Machol, Ben; Blumenfeld, Jared; Ryerson.Teddy; Bohning, Scott


Cc: Lakin, Matt; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: Update on NGS FOIA
Date: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 10:05:24 AM


Hello all,


Ann called the FOIA requestor. He is out of the office this week.


Because the FOIA letter requests notification of costs in excess of $200, we do not plan to start the
 records search until we talk with the requestor.


At this time, please do not start your search for potentially responsive documents. Hopefully, Ann
 or I can provide information/instructions next week.


Thank you!
Anita


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2013 3:08 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang, Phil; Anderson, Lea;
 Schneeberg, Sara; Heller, Zoe; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar;
 Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN, JOHN; Machol, Ben; Blumenfeld, Jared; Ryerson.Teddy; Bohning, Scott
Cc: Rios, Gerardo; Lo, Doris; Lakin, Matt
Subject: FYI: FOIA on NGS


Hello everyone,


This email is just an FYI to let you know that we received a FOIA from the Goldwater
 Institute (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station (NGS), requesting all documents,
 dated between August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


At this time, please do not start searching for responsive documents (see below).
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** Note that the FOIA does not request documents related to our BART determination for
 NGS. **


We expect that many individuals at Region 9, OAQPS, OGC, and OAR will need to search for
 responsive documents. I am including the list of all individuals we believe may have
 responsive documents. Please review the list and let me know if anyone else should be on the
 list.


Ann and I are working with Tamara Saltman (OAR) and possibly others at HQ to figure out
 the best way to search for documents. We also plan to contact the requestor (the Goldwater
 Institute) next week to discuss issues related to FOIA fees, etc. The FOIA is due August 6.
 We plan to request an extension.


At this time, please do not start searching for responsive documents. We plan to provide
 detailed information later next week regarding specific search terms we should all use,
 instructions for dealing with documents in different formats (e.g., paper, electronic files,
 Outlook email files, Lotus Notes email files), and whether we should be estimating costs
 before we begin searching.


For Lotus Notes emails, I have a database for collecting emails (individuals can cut and paste
 emails into the NGS FOIA folder in the database). Please let me know if you are not able to
 access this database. I believe OAR will be using a separate database for their email
 collection.


We will need to figure out how best to deal with emails in Outlook. (Likely forward them in
 bulk to the LN Database’s email address?)


Please continue to preserve all documents related to NGS. As you know, we are still
 under a litigation hold for an unreasonable delay lawsuit for NGS.


List of Individuals with Potentially Responsive Documents:


OAR:
Janet McCabe
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner


OAQPS:
Phil Lorang


OGC:
Lea Anderson


Redaction: Non-responsive
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Region 9:
Jared Blumenfeld
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns! Thank you!
 
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 


 












From: Lee, Anita
To: McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann
Subject: [draft email] Goldwater FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 8:52:33 AM
Attachments: EPA-R9-2013-008006.pdf


Here’s a draft email. After our conversation at 9, I can check in with Tamara on the search terms just
 to make sure she agrees)
Please let me know if I have missed anything. Thanks!


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, hard copy files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms:


a. Joint Work Group
b. Stakeholder Group
c. Technical Work Group


Release attachment in full


not responsive
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d.      NGS replacement
e.      3-agency
f.        NGS transition


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013) from YOUR LN and PASTE into the “Goldwater FOIA” Folder in the
 following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms
a.       Joint Work Group
b.      Stakeholder Group
c.       Technical Work Group
d.      NGS replacement
e.      3-agency
f.        NGS transition


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013), i.e.,
 in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant emails to select them, and
 FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       Joint Work Group
b.      Stakeholder Group
c.       Technical Work Group
d.      NGS replacement
e.      3-agency
f.        NGS transition


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
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OAR:
Janet McCabe
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Nina Spiegelman (for Ann Lyons)
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA anyway. If you think you have something responsive, please
 let me know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Cheryl Nelson, Eugene Chen, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: attachment # 3 (and 4)
Date: Tuesday, September 23, 2014 1:22:00 PM
Attachments: Outlook responsive 2.pdf


Outlook responsive 1.pdf


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder 
titled "All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: draft FOIA response letter
Date: Thursday, August 29, 2013 10:02:08 AM
Attachments: 2013_0829 Goldwater Response Letter ann edits.docx


Anita – here are some suggested changes.  I will ask Gretchen today if we can run our final response
 letter by her.


 ). 


Are you coming into the office tomorrow or working from home again (which makes sense given the
 bridge closure). 


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


Attachment converted to PDF and deleted from here. See Partial 
Release Folder


Redaction: Exemption 5 Deliberative Process and 
Attorney-Client
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: draft email FOIA FYI
Date: Thursday, July 11, 2013 8:46:06 AM


Hi Ann, does this look ok as a “heads up” email? Is it too detailed? Is there a “standard” notification
 mail for a FOIA that involves many people?


Hello everyone,


This email is just an FYI to let you know that we received a FOIA (attached) related to Navajo
 Generating Station (NGS), requesting all documents, dated between August 1, 2012 and June 26,
 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


** Note that the FOIA does not request documents related to our BART determination for NGS. **


 
 
 


We expect that many individuals at Region 9, OAQPS, OGC, and OAR will need to search for
 responsive documents. I am including the list of all individuals we believe may have responsive
 documents. Please review the list and let me know if anyone else should be on the list.


Ann and I are working with Tamara Saltman (OAR) and possibly others at HQ to figure out the best
 way to search for documents. We also plan to contact the requestor (the Goldwater Institute) next
 week to discuss issues related to FOIA fees, etc. The FOIA is due August 6. We plan to request an
 extension.


At this time, please do not start searching for responsive documents. We plan to provide
 detailed information later next week regarding specific search terms we should all use, instructions
 for dealing with documents in different formats (e.g., paper, electronic files, Outlook email files,
 Lotus Notes email files), and whether we should be estimating costs before we begin searching.


For Lotus Notes emails, I have a database for collecting emails (cut and paste into a specific folder of
 the database). Please let me know if you are not able to access this database. [insert link once I
 figure out how to do that]


We will  need to figure out how best to deal with emails in Outlook. (Likely forward them in bulk to
 the LN Database’s email address)


Redaction: Not responsive







Please continue to preserve all files related to NGS. As you know, we are still under a litigation hold
 for an unreasonable delay lawsuit for NGS.


List of Individuals with Potentially Responsive Documents:


OAR:
Janet McCabe
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner


OAQPS:
Phil Lorang


OGC:
Lea Anderson


Region 9:
Jared Blumenfeld
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol


Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns! Thank you!


Anita


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958












From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: email 5? I"ve lost count
Date: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:04:00 AM
Attachments: 2013_0827 Outlook Release in Full_Redacted_ts.pdf


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files 
Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: email 8 - last two I have - so far
Date: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:36:00 AM
Attachments: 2013_0905 Outlook Newly Redacted Release attachments withheld_Redacted_ts.pdf


2013_0905 OAR Response_Combined_Redacted_ts.pdf


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files 
Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: newly
Date: Thursday, September 05, 2013 2:47:00 PM
Attachments: 2013_0827 Outlook Newly Deliberative Redacted Release.pdf


Tamara Saltman
EPA Office of Air and Radiation
Office of Policy Analysis and Review
Ariel Rios North room 5442Y


202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2013 4:11 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: one more


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files 
Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: review in the mean time?
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 12:45:32 PM
Attachments: 2013_0827 Outlook Newly Deliberative Redacted Release.pdf


2013_0827 Outlook Newly Release in Full.pdf


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder 
titled "All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Weinstock, Larry
Subject: search terms and dates for NGS Goldwater Institute FOIA
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 11:12:00 AM


Janet McCabe and Tamara Saltman are named in the FOIA request, as well as a number of people in
 Region 9.
 
The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


·         the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
·         the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


 Group),
·         and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


 
Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude the
 quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”
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From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: 2 of 4
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 2:30:11 PM
Attachments: 2013_0826 Outlook Release in Full ann sticky.pdf


2013_0827 Outlook Newly Deliberative Redacted Release Ann stickies 8 27 13.pdf


I only had a couple of stickies on these:


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files Released in 
Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang, Phil;


 Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan, Deborah;
 McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN, JOHN; Machol, Ben


Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks, Matthew;
 Maier, Brent


Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 9:58:08 AM


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower


not responsive



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=0054C16E603D4CC6A2CBB5E39A828234-ALEE07

mailto:Ketcham-Colwill.Nancy@epa.gov

mailto:McCabe.Janet@epa.gov

mailto:Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov

mailto:Critchfield.James@epa.gov

mailto:Steiner.Elyse@epa.gov

mailto:Lorang.Phil@epa.gov

mailto:schneeberg.sara@epa.gov

mailto:anderson.lea@epa.gov

mailto:Heller.Zoe@epa.gov

mailto:Ryerson.Teddy@epa.gov

mailto:BLUMENFELD.JARED@EPA.GOV

mailto:Jordan.Deborah@epa.gov

mailto:McKaughan.Colleen@epa.gov

mailto:Lyons.Ann@epa.gov

mailto:Glosson.Niloufar@epa.gov

mailto:Lee.Anita@epa.gov

mailto:Saracino.Ray@epa.gov

mailto:MIKULIN.JOHN@EPA.GOV

mailto:Machol.Ben@epa.gov

mailto:Hawes.Todd@epa.gov

mailto:keating.martha@epa.gov

mailto:Jones.Rhea@epa.gov

mailto:ZITO.KELLY@EPA.GOV

mailto:Keener.Bill@epa.gov

mailto:Harris-Bishop.Rusty@epa.gov

mailto:Marks.Matthew@epa.gov

mailto:Maier.Brent@epa.gov





g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        
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For Paper Files
1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist



mailto:lee.anita@epa.gov





US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Maier, Brent
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: Keener, Bill
Subject: Brent Maier Time Spent on FOIA: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Wednesday, August 14, 2013 3:16:27 PM


Anita –
 
I spent a total of 1-hour searching Lotus Notes, Outlook, and other electronic files relevant to
 your message/request of August 9th. I have copied and pasted all electronic files into the
 Goldwater NGS FOIA mailbox.
 
Please let me know if you need anything else from me.
 
Brent Maier
Congressional Liaison
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne St. (OPA-3)
San Francisco, CA 94105
Ph: 415.947.4256
 
From: Maier, Brent 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 10:45 AM
To: Maier, Brent
Subject: Fw: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High
 


From: Lee, Anita
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 9:58:03 AM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse;
 Lorang, Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared;
 Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray;
 MIKULIN, JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
Hello all,
 
The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


·         the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
·         the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


 Group),
·         and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.
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We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3. You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


ð        For emails in Outlook
1. Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –


this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):


not responsive
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a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
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OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FOIA Email 1: Outlook Emails in PDF
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 3:36:06 PM
Attachments: 2013_0823 Outlook Redacted Release and Attachments Withheld_Exemption 5.pdf


2013_0826 Outlook Redacted Release.pdf
2013_0827 Outlook Newly Deliberative Redacted Release.pdf
2013_0827 Outlook Newly Release in Full.pdf
2013_0827 Outlook Release in Full.pdf


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files Released 
in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FOIA Email 2: Outlook Attachments Release in Full
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 3:39:55 PM
Attachments: 3-Agency Working Group and Sub-team Meeting Notes.docx


Black Mesa Coal and Generator Solutions.docx
Black Mesa Coal and Generator Solutions.pdf
Dr White"s Coal Patent.pdf
Final Navajo Nation Forest Management Plan.pdf
LADWP to Eliminate Coal.docx
Mtg Agenda for 3-21-13.docx
SAMMS Orientation.pdf
THIOL SAMMs Range of Valence.pdf


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Deleted "3-Agency" attachment - duplicate to file in folder titled "All Files 
Released  Goldwater FOIA" . All other attachments - release in full and remain 
attached to this email.
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Navajo and Hopi Nation


Solutions to the Black Mesa Coal Water Issues and 


Re mediation of Coal Fired Generation Fuel





1. White, DL (1980) "Development of Stirred (Weal - can't read how this is spelled) Plug Flow Laboratory Reactor for Coal Liquefaction" DoE. I believe that Dr. White was issued a patent for producing Coaloil from coal fines. David has the patent information. His Liquefaction process does not use water for anything.


2. Tucson Electric grinds coal for its new coal-fired generators at Springerville to plasma. Then TEP injects the coal fines into the boiler. This is done only because the fines are volatile and burn so completely therefore reducing top and bottom ash, that must be disposed of in a toxic landfill. In the past the fly (top) ash had substantial sulfur content and it could be sold to the cement producers. However, since the base-coal that they use from the Mescalero Apache nation in New Mexico has good btu levels but contains the toxic emission potential sulfur, the coal is blended with low-sulfur sub-lignite yellow coal from the Powder River basin in Wyoming and Montana. This coal has little sulfur, but has mercury content that now carries a red flag from the EPA.


3. If we grind the Black Mesa coal to a fine and inject it into the liquefaction vessel, the liquid produced is synthetic hydrocarbon oil (synoil). The oil is hard to ignite as a liquid but will flow just as any petroleum oil if kept at around 120 degrees F. I don't remember the viscosity level of Dr. White's synoil, but before or after the liquefaction, I believe that the coal or coaloil can be passed through a SAMMs submicron metal filters to re mediate lead and mercury. I don't know if sulfur can be captured with SAMMs. When it arrives at a generator, the oil will be heated to plasma spray and injected into the bioler as a gas rather than a fine with 99.9% of the lead and mercury removed at the genesis site of the coaloil pipeline. (formerly water/coal slurry pipeline) This site will help to determine the cost of SAMMs sorbent to clean-up mercury in coal-fired generation, mining, or oil production that is now cleaning 99.9% of mercury from cement plants on Great Lakes. http://sammsadsorbents.com/applications/mercury


4. The synoil can be pumped by solar/thermal fresnel, hot water, and Deluge pumping from the pipeline genesis to terminal location at the electricity generator.
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                                                                                                                                      Fresnel Thermal Water Heater
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Black Mesa Peabody Coal


Navajo Nation and Hopi Nation’s


Bitter Battle over Water








The Black Mesa Peabody Coal controversy arose in the 1960s over a mineral lease in the Black Mesa plateau of the Four Corners region in the western United States. The plateau overlaps the sovereign reservations of the Navajo and Hopi Tribes. 


The controversy arose from an unusually generous agreement negotiated under questionable circumstances between the Tribes and Peabody Energy, and the coal company's use and degradation of a potable source of water to transport coal via a pipeline from the mine to a power plant hundreds of miles away in Laughlin, Nevada.


In 1964, Peabody Energy (then Peabody Western Coal), a NYSE publicly-traded energy company based in St. Louis, Missouri signed a contract with the Navajo Nation and two years later with the Hopi Nation, allowing the company mineral rights and use of an aquifer for a slurry operation. The contract offered unusually advantageous terms for Peabody and was approved despite widespread opposition and the lack of clear authority by the governments of the respective Native American Nations. The contract was negotiated by prominent natural resources attorney John Sterling Boyden, who claimed to be representing the Hopi Tribe while he was actually on the payroll of Peabody.


Peabody Energy pumped water from the underground Navajo Aquifer in a slurry pipeline operation to transport extracted coal to the Mojave Electricity Generation Station in Laughlin, Nevada. The Navajo Aquifer is the main source of potable groundwater for the Navajo and Hopi tribes, who use the water for farming and livestock maintenance as well as drinking and other domestic uses. The tribes have alleged that the pumping of water by Peabody Energy resulted in a severe decline in potable water and contamination of water sources. Both tribes, situated in an arid semi-desert, attach religious significance to water, considering it sacred, and have cultural, religious, and practical objections to any over-use of water.


The Peabody Black Mesa coal strip mine used the water to slurry and pump the coal through a 273 mile pipeline (439 km) to the Mojave Generation Station in Laughlin, Nevada, where the coal was filtered and used in the huge 1600 Megawatt Generation Station. The generating station produced electricity for the southern California, Nevada, and Arizona.  The generation plant was owned and operated by Southern California Edison, Nevada Power, and the Salt River Project. The Black Mesa mine was the only coal slurry operation and Mojave was the only electricity generator that used groundwater in such a way in the United States.


The Black Mesa Mine's last day of operation to serve the Mojave Generator was December 31, 2005. The coal generator also closed that day and now sits idle awaiting another fuel resource. One of the other Electricity Generation power plants at Page, Arizona served by the coal mined at the location had the highest emission levels in the Western United States.


The Office of Surface Mining approved Peabody's permit request to continue operations at the mine on 22 December 2008 to service the coal-fired generation stations along the Colorado River. However, in January 2010, an administrative law judge, on appeal of that approval, decided that the Final EIS did not satisfy the National Environmental Policy Act because it did not take into account changed conditions, and vacated the approval. 


· Continued    -








Arizona Geology


blog of the State Geologist of Arizona


Wednesday, January 11, 2012


[bookmark: 2921132206178615739]Black Mesa coal mining permit for Page Generator renewed
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http://www.wrcc.osmre.gov/Current_Initiatives/Kayenta_Mine/Renewal.shtm

The federal Office of Surface Mining has approved the renewal of Peabody Energy's operating permit for the Kayenta mine in the Black Mesa coal field on the Navajo and Hopi reservations in northeast Arizona. The company says they produce about 7.8 million tons of coal per year, which goes to fuel the Navajo Generating Station power plant near Page. The new permit runs to July 6, 2015. [Right, permit area map. Credit Peabody Energy]

News reports say "Environmentalists had urged the federal government to deny the permit and now are considering an appeal. They say the mining operation has been depleting water supplies at rates far higher than what Peabody predicted, a claim that Peabody says is light on fact."

Peabody writes that "Mining at Kayenta occurs under complex geological conditions, with coal extracted from multiple seams and splits of seams ranging in thickness from 3 to 15 feet. Coal is crushed then carried via conveyor approximately 17 miles to storage silos, where it is loaded on a closed loop electric train and transported approximately 80 miles to the Page electrical generating station that generates more than 2,250 megawatts of electricity that pumps water from the Colorado through the Salt River Central Arizona Project (CAP canal) to Phoenix and Tucson, Arizona, and provide electricity for the four corners region."

Peabody Coal reports that "native people comprise more than 90 percent of Kayenta Mine’s more than 425-person workforce"
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Navajo and Hopi Nation 
Solutions to the Black Mesa Coal Water Issues and  



Re mediation of Coal Fired Generation Fuel 
 



1. White, DL (1980) "Development of Stirred (Weal - can't read how this is spelled) Plug Flow Laboratory 
Reactor for Coal Liquefaction" DoE. I believe that Dr. White was issued a patent for producing Coaloil from 
coal fines. David has the patent information. His Liquefaction process does not use water for anything. 



2. Tucson Electric grinds coal for its new coal-fired generators at Springerville to plasma. Then TEP injects the 



coal fines into the boiler. This is done only because the fines are volatile and burn so completely therefore 



reducing top and bottom ash, that must be disposed of in a toxic landfill. In the past the fly (top) ash had 



substantial sulfur content and it could be sold to the cement producers. However, since the base-coal that they 



use from the Mescalero Apache nation in New Mexico has good btu levels but contains the toxic emission 



potential sulfur, the coal is blended with low-sulfur sub-lignite yellow coal from the Powder River basin in 



Wyoming and Montana. This coal has little sulfur, but has mercury content that now carries a red flag from the 



EPA. 



3. If we grind the Black Mesa coal to a fine and inject it into the liquefaction vessel, the liquid produced is 



synthetic hydrocarbon oil (synoil). The oil is hard to ignite as a liquid but will flow just as any petroleum oil if 



kept at around 120 degrees F. I don't remember the viscosity level of Dr. White's synoil, but before or after the 



liquefaction, I believe that the coal or coaloil can be passed through a SAMMs submicron metal filters to re 



mediate lead and mercury. I don't know if sulfur can be captured with SAMMs. When it arrives at a generator, 



the oil will be heated to plasma spray and injected into the bioler as a gas rather than a fine with 99.9% of the 



lead and mercury removed at the genesis site of the coaloil pipeline. (formerly water/coal slurry pipeline) This 



site will help to determine the cost of SAMMs sorbent to clean-up mercury in coal-fired generation, mining, or 



oil production that is now cleaning 99.9% of mercury from cement plants on Great 



Lakes. http://sammsadsorbents.com/applications/mercury 



4. The synoil can be pumped by solar/thermal fresnel, hot water, and Deluge pumping from the pipeline 



genesis to terminal location at the electricity generator. 



 



                                                                                                                                      Fresnel Thermal Water 



Heater 



 



                SAMMs Sorbent                                Dr. White’s CoalOil                                1175 HP Deluge Pump 
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Black Mesa Peabody Coal 



Navajo Nation and Hopi Nation’s 



Bitter Battle over Water 
 



 



The Black Mesa Peabody Coal controversy arose in the 1960s over a mineral lease in the Black Mesa 



plateau of the Four Corners region in the western United States. The plateau overlaps 
the sovereign reservations of the Navajo and Hopi Tribes.  



The controversy arose from an unusually generous agreement negotiated under questionable circumstances 



between the Tribes and Peabody Energy, and the coal company's use and degradation of a potable source of 



water to transport coal via a pipeline from the mine to a power plant hundreds of miles away in Laughlin, 



Nevada. 



In 1964, Peabody Energy (then Peabody Western Coal), a NYSE publicly-traded energy company based in St. 



Louis, Missouri signed a contract with the Navajo Nation and two years later with the Hopi Nation, allowing the 



company mineral rights and use of an aquifer for a slurry operation. The contract offered unusually 



advantageous terms for Peabody and was approved despite widespread opposition and the lack of clear 



authority by the governments of the respective Native American Nations. The contract was negotiated by 



prominent natural resources attorney John Sterling Boyden, who claimed to be representing the Hopi Tribe 



while he was actually on the payroll of Peabody. 



Peabody Energy pumped water from the underground Navajo Aquifer in a slurry pipeline operation to transport 



extracted coal to the Mojave Electricity Generation Station in Laughlin, Nevada. The Navajo Aquifer is the main 



source of potable groundwater for the Navajo and Hopi tribes, who use the water for farming and livestock 



maintenance as well as drinking and other domestic uses. The tribes have alleged that the pumping of water 



by Peabody Energy resulted in a severe decline in potable water and contamination of water sources. Both 



tribes, situated in an arid semi-desert, attach religious significance to water, considering it sacred, and have 



cultural, religious, and practical objections to any over-use of water. 



The Peabody Black Mesa coal strip mine used the water to slurry and pump the coal through a 273 mile 



pipeline (439 km) to the Mojave Generation Station in Laughlin, Nevada, where the coal was filtered and used 



in the huge 1600 Megawatt Generation Station. The generating station produced electricity for the southern 



California, Nevada, and Arizona.  The generation plant was owned and operated by Southern California 



Edison, Nevada Power, and the Salt River Project. The Black Mesa mine was the only coal slurry operation 



and Mojave was the only electricity generator that used groundwater in such a way in the United States. 



The Black Mesa Mine's last day of operation to serve the Mojave Generator was December 31, 2005. The coal 



generator also closed that day and now sits idle awaiting another fuel resource. One of the other Electricity 



Generation power plants at Page, Arizona served by the coal mined at the location had the highest emission 



levels in the Western United States. 



The Office of Surface Mining approved Peabody's permit request to continue operations at the mine on 22 



December 2008 to service the coal-fired generation stations along the Colorado River. However, in January 



2010, an administrative law judge, on appeal of that approval, decided that the Final EIS did not satisfy the 



National Environmental Policy Act because it did not take into account changed conditions, and vacated the 



approval.  



- Continued    - 
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Black Mesa coal mining permit for Page Generator renewed 
 



 



 
 
http://www.wrcc.osmre.gov/Current_Initiatives/Kayenta_Mine/Renewal.shtm 
 
The federal Office of Surface Mining has approved the renewal of Peabody Energy's operating permit for the 
Kayenta mine in the Black Mesa coal field on the Navajo and Hopi reservations in northeast Arizona. The 
company says they produce about 7.8 million tons of coal per year, which goes to fuel the Navajo Generating 
Station power plant near Page. The new permit runs to July 6, 2015. [Right, permit area map. Credit Peabody 
Energy] 



 
News reports say "Environmentalists had urged the federal government to deny the permit and now are 
considering an appeal. They say the mining operation has been depleting water supplies at rates far higher 
than what Peabody predicted, a claim that Peabody says is light on fact." 
 
Peabody writes that "Mining at Kayenta occurs under complex geological conditions, with coal extracted from 
multiple seams and splits of seams ranging in thickness from 3 to 15 feet. Coal is crushed then carried via 
conveyor approximately 17 miles to storage silos, where it is loaded on a closed loop electric train and 
transported approximately 80 miles to the Page electrical generating station that generates more than 2,250 
megawatts of electricity that pumps water from the Colorado through the Salt River Central Arizona Project 
(CAP canal) to Phoenix and Tucson, Arizona, and provide electricity for the four corners region." 
 
Peabody Coal reports that "native people comprise more than 90 percent of Kayenta Mine’s more than 425-
person workforce" 
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Executive Summary 



Introduction 



 
This executive summary presents the planning and approval process applied to the development of 
the Navajo Nation Ten-Year Forest Management Plan (FMP).  The Resources Committee of the 
Navajo Nation Council through Resolution RCJY-169-95 directed the Navajo Forestry Department 
and the Interdisciplinary (ID) Team to develop a FMP and Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in 
which different alternatives can be readily compared. 



Scoping Process 



 
Plan development was initiated in 1991 under the direction of the Navajo Forestry Department 
(NFD).  An interdisciplinary team (ID Team), consisting of natural resource specialists from the 
Navajo Nation and Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA) were assembled to develop the FMP.  Public 
scoping was initiated to solicit issues and concerns to guide planning direction, regarding forest 
management activities.  This scoping process led-off with a survey and 12 public meetings, later an 
additional six meetings presented management themes developed from the earlier survey and public 
meetings. 



Alternative(s) Development 



 
Major achievements during the development of alternatives were the completion of the Timberland 
Assessment Report (TAR) and the establishment of 28 management goals by Resolution RCJY-169-
95.  Technical assistance was provided by the BIA-Branch of Forest Resources Planning (BOFRP).  
The TAR determined existing forest vegetation conditions and trends using Continuous Forest 
Inventory (CFI) plot data collected on the Navajo forest.  Tribal management goals were combined 
with public comments to develop proposed management alternatives. 
 
The NFD contracted VESTRA Resources Inc., Redding, California, to develop a computer decision 
support system (DSS) to analyze proposed timber management scenarios and also Dr. Richard Harris, 
Berkeley, California, to assist with compilation of a draft FMP.  A series of workshops was held that 
focused on water, recreation, economics, wildlife, range, timber and traditional/cultural resources.  
The results of these workshops are contained within the current FMP. 



Proposed Management Alternatives 



 
Five proposed forest management alternatives (Table A) were developed.  Factors that influenced 
development of these alternatives included National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) document 
requirements, computer DSS capabilities, results of the scoping process and the professional 
knowledge of the ID Team.  Major innovations were the recommendation of Special Management 
Areas (SMAs) and the application of uneven-aged silvicultural treatments.  The SMAs were 
recommended to create favorable wildlife habitat and to benefit threatened and endangered species, 
water, soil, recreation and traditional/cultural resources. 
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Table A – Proposed Forest Management Alternatives 



ALTERNATIVE PRIMARY INTENT PROTECTED AREAS 



1 
No change - previous 
management plan with 
constraints 



Mexican Spotted Owl (MSO) Protected 
Activity Centers (PACs), slopes > 40%, 
traditional/cultural and water resources 



2 
No planned commercial 
harvest of timber.  
Limited management 



None, since no timber is harvested 



3 
Even-aged silviculture 
with SMAs 



SMAs, MSO PACs, slopes > 40%, 
traditional/cultural and water resources 



4 
Mix of even-aged and 
uneven-aged silviculture 
with SMAs 



SMAs, MSO PACs, slopes  > 40%, 
traditional/cultural and water resources 



5 
Uneven-aged 
silviculture with no 
SMAs 



MSO PACs, slopes > 40%, 
traditional/cultural and water resources 



Approval Process for FMP 



 
Upon completion of the Navajo Nation Ten Year FMP, the document will be routed through the 2 
NNC § 164 Review process.  The document will then be presented to the Resources Committee of 
the Navajo Nation Council for selection of a preferred alternative.  The FMP is then finalized and 
sent to the BIA, Navajo Regional Director for final approval. 
 
On July 30, 2001, the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council selected Alternative 4 as 
the preferred alternative (RCJY-133-01, Appendix L).  It was selected because it would best address 
conflicting desires among various forest-use groups by integrating a mix of management activities 
that will achieve a sustained use of the timber resource while protecting other forest resources and 
maintaining a healthy forest environment. 
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Section I: Introduction 
 
The purpose of the Navajo Nation Ten-Year Forest Management Plan (FMP) is to establish forest 
management direction for 596,725 acres of the Defiance Plateau-Chuska Mountains, which includes 
commercial timberland.  Commercial timberland is a forest classified by the BIA-BOFRP as being 
capable of producing 15 cubic feet of timber/acre/year.  The regulatory jurisdiction of the FMP is 
defined by BIA Manual 53, Supplement 2 and implementing regulations of 25 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR), Part 163 and the National Indian Forest Resources Management Act (P.L. 101-
630).  These regulations define procedures for: timber harvesting, timber stand improvement 
(planting, thinning), forest protection (fire prevention and suppression, disease and insect control, 
enforcement against trespass), permitting for personal use (firewood, fence post, poles) and access 
development for these activities.  While undertaking these actions, the NFD and BIA must ensure 
compliance with all applicable federal and Navajo Nation laws. 
 
The NFD currently has only an advisory or custodial role in other uses of the forest such as 
recreation, fishing and hunting, grazing, residential development, mineral exploration and 
development and rights-of-way.  This FMP shall provide guidance and recommendations for those 
uses through coordinated management between the NFD, the BIA and other Navajo resource 
management departments.  These uses are subject to regulation by the Resources Committee of the 
Navajo Nation Council, other Navajo resource management departments and other branches of the 
BIA.  The FMP may be revised to reflect any new Integrated Resource Management Plan (IRMP) 
policy direction or changes in forest conditions. 
 
Although the FMP will be in effect for 10 years, it was developed on projections of forest conditions 
for 200 years.  These projections were accomplished with a computer DSS.  The projection results 
were used to determine what actions might be taken for each alternative during the ten-year planning 
period.  Computer modeling of any nature is subject to uncertainty; therefore, a process of monitoring 
is needed. 
 
The FMP is a strategic and not an operational plan.  Implementation of specific projects that conform 
to plan policies will depend on subsequent procedures for site-specific planning and design.  The 
FMP also provides direction for possible implementation of a timber harvest.  It does not, however, 
provide the site-specific information required for a timber harvest and mandatory site-specific 
environmental documentation. 
 
This FMP represents the culmination of years to determine the future of the Navajo forest.  It is 
written so that forest management can proceed to best serve the Navajo people. 
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Section II: Land Classification 
 
All Indian forestlands in the United States have been classified into categories related to commercial 
timber productivity by the BIA.  This classification is used as the basis for forest management 
planning and federal funding appropriations.  Classification is determined using data on forest 
productivity obtained from forest inventory along with specific input from the NFD. 
 
Land classification categories used for the Navajo forest distinguish first between potentially 
productive forest versus non-forest land.  Productive forest area is then further reduced by subtracting 
areas that are: 1) administratively unavailable for commercial forestry (e.g. wilderness areas, 
residential sites, rights-of-way, etc.); 2) incapable of growing at an annual rate of 15 cubic 
ft./acre/year; 3) ecologically sensitive (depending on Navajo Nation policies); and 4) inaccessible to 
harvest due to steep slopes or other factors.  The net productive forest area and the productive 
capacity of the forest thereon are used as the basis for calculating sustained yield (Table 1).  
Sustained yield is growth equals or exceeds yield (harvest and mortality). 
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Table 1 – Land Classification – Treatable and Non-treatable Acres for the Ten Year Forest 
    Management Plan 



Description Management Type Acres* Total Acres 



Defiance Plateau / Chuska Mountains 596,725 



Zone I:  Total Non-harvest Acres (79,205) 
PP/PJ Forest Type Negligible (20,019)  
PJ Forest Type Non-Operable (21,841)  
Water Bodies Non-Operable (1,518)  
Obstruction Non-Operable (6,224)  
Openings Non-Operable (29,257)  
Riparian Non-Operable (346)  
    



Total Acres excluding Zone I Acres: 517,520 



    



Zone II:  Total Non-harvest Acres (128,894) 
MSO PACs Restricted (6,976)  
Archaeological/Traditional 
Cultural Properties 



Restricted (31,444)  



Slope (>40%) Inaccessible (55,348)  
Other Deductions:  (22,872)  



Lakes (not in Zone I) Non-Operable   
Highways & Haul Roads Maintenance   
Towers Maintenance   
Utilities Maintenance   
Recreation Areas Maintenance   
Streams (not in Zone I) Non-Operable   
Homes Liability   
Allotted Lands BIA Responsibility   



MSO 25% Rule on Mixed Conifer Restricted (12,254)  
    



Zone III:  Total Treatable Acres after Zone I & Zone II deductions 388,626 



    
* = Acres removed from the forest base. 



 
PP/PJ – Ponderosa Pine/Pinyon Juniper 
MSO PACs – Mexican Spotted Owl Protective Activity Centers 
Restricted – Law, Rules and Regulations governing actions. 
Negligible – Marginal, not consistent, limited commercial tree volume, limited treatments possible. 
Non-Operable – Limited treatments possible. 
Maintenance – only remove trees classified as hazard trees. 
BIA Responsibility – Subject to discretion of owners, regulated by BIA, limited treatments possible. 
Liability – Cutting of trees within homesite(s) is responsibility of the homeowner. 
Inaccessible – timberlands located on slopes >40% or cannot be accessed. 
Zones- Terms used for computer modeling. 
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Section III: Formulation of Alternatives 
 



Alternative 1: No Change 



 
Alternative 1 has been referred to as “no change” because it continues the general direction of the 
previous forest management plan (1983-92).  The revised land classification system reduced the 
amount of available commercial timberland by removing inoperable, restricted and marginal timber 
producing areas.  In addition, more environmental constraints have now become established.  As a 
result, the average net annual allowable cut has been changed from 40 million board feet (bf)/year 
(yr) to 17.6 million bf/yr. 
 
Over the ten year planning period, as much as 128,793 acres will be harvested using even-aged 
management.  The even-aged management system will employ a three-step shelterwood-cut method 
over a 120-year rotation age.  Individual treatment areas will be limited to 100 acres or less.  
Harvested areas will be planted where necessary. 
 
A number of Best Management Practices (BMPs) (e.g. Timber and Wildlife Coordination Handbook, 
the Water Quality Protection Guidelines, and the Navajo Nation Management Plan for the Mexican 
Spotted Owl) and monitoring programs (e.g. Sensitive Plant/Animal Species Inventory & Monitoring 
and Range Assessment) will be implemented.  The Navajo Nation Management Plan for the Mexican 
Spotted Owl was designed to “effectively manage all Mexican spotted owls on the Navajo Nation 
using accepted conservation techniques, especially those recommended in the Recovery Plan for the 
Mexican Spotted Owl.”  In addition, a number of resource protection activities, including fire 
prevention and protection, timber trespass control, prescribed fires, and insect and disease control 
shall be implemented. 



Alternative 2: No Commercial Harvest 



 
Alternative 2 proposes no planned commercial timber harvest.  Resource protection will be the focus 
of this program, involving such activities as fire prevention and protection, timber trespass control, 
insect and disease control, and prescribed fires. 
 
If necessary, BMPs and monitoring programs shall be implemented. 



Alternative 3: Even-aged Management with SMAs 



 
This alternative employs even-aged management and recommends special management areas 
(SMAs), which results in removal of 74,735 acres from the commercial timberland for protection of 
critical wildlife habitat and watersheds.  The designation of SMAs reduces the commercial 
timberland to 253,754 acres and has an average net annual allowable cut of 15.8 million bf/yr. 
 
Over the ten year planning period, as much as 114,024 acres will be harvested using even-aged 
management.  This system will employ a three-step shelterwood-cut method over a 120-year rotation 
age.  Individual treatment areas will be limited to 100 acres or less. 
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In the process of planning and conducting timber management activities, NFD will also implement 
BMPs and monitoring programs. In addition, resource protection activities will be implemented in 
areas that require such treatment. 
 



Alternative 4: Even-aged and Uneven-aged Management with SMAs 



 
This alternative also recommends removal of 74,735 acres from the commercial forest to protect 
critical wildlife habitat and watershed areas (SMAs).  It differs from Alternative 3 by using a 
combination of both even-aged and uneven-aged silvicultural systems, which are intended to provide 
greater diversity in forest stand structure. 
 
Over the ten year planning period, as much as 114,024 acres are scheduled for harvest.  The average 
net annual allowable cut will be 15.9 million bf/yr.  Individual treatment areas will be limited to 100 
acres or less. 
 
This alternative will also implement BMPs and monitoring programs.  In addition, resource 
protection activities will be implemented in areas that require such treatment. 



Alternative 5: Uneven-aged Management 



 
Alternative 5 proposes the use of uneven-aged management, which is intended to provide the greatest 
level of diversity in the forest stand structure.  It does not propose designation of SMAs. 
 
Over the ten year planning period, as much as 111,392 acres will be harvested.  The average net 
annual allowable cut will be 15.0 million bf/yr.  Individual treatment areas will be limited to 100 
acres or less. 
 
This alternative will also implement BMPs and monitoring programs.  In addition, resource 
protection activities will be implemented in areas that require such treatment. 
 
Table 2 – Summary of Five Alternatives 



Alternatives 1 2 3 4 5 



Silviculture Even-aged N/A Even-aged 
Even- aged 
& Uneven-



aged 



Uneven-
aged 



Commercial 
timberland 



311,617 
acres 



0 
253,754 



acres 
253,754 



acres 
311,617 



acres 



Average net 
annual 



allowable cut 



17.6 
million 



bf/yr 
0 



15.8 
million 



bf/yr 



15.9 
million 



bf/yr 



15.0 
million 



bf/yr 



Acres 
scheduled for 



harvest 
128,793  0 114,024 114,024 111,392 
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Computer Modeling 
 
Allocation models have been used for strategic planning for many years.  The complexity of demand 
for limited resources requires computer decision support systems (DSS).  Planning models aid in 
defining alternatives, organizing pertinent data, simulating potential outcomes and communicating 
options to concerned parties.  The composition of a forest is of central concern, and estimates are 
needed for each forest type and structural combination.  An objective in developing the model in 
support of this plan was to balance tree size and age class distribution over the Mixed Conifer and 
Ponderosa Pine forest types comprising the upland landscapes.  Four distinct timber stand types 
comprise the pine forest type.  It was decided not to model the Pinyon-Juniper Forest Type (Table 3). 
 
Table 3 - Forest Types, Stand Types and Sub-Types of the Navajo Forest 



MIXED CONIFER FOREST TYPE  



Douglas-fir–Ponderosa Pine–Aspen Stand Type DF-PP-A 



Spruce-Fir Sub-Type S-F 



Aspen Clone Sub-Type A 



PONDEROSA PINE FOREST TYPE  
Ponderosa Pine/Ponderosa Pine Stand Type PP/PP 



Ponderosa Pine–Aspen Sub-Type PP-A 



Ponderosa Pine/Ponderosa Pine–Gambel Oak Stand Type PP/PP-GO 



Gambel Oak Grove Sub-Type GO 



Ponderosa Pine/Ponderosa Pine–Pinyon–Juniper–Gambel Oak 
Stand Type 



PP/PP-PJ-GO 



Ponderosa Pine/Ponderosa Pine-Pinyon-Juniper Stand Type PP/PP-PJ 



PINYON-JUNIPER FOREST TYPE  



Ponderosa Pine/Pinyon-Juniper Stand Type PP/PJ 



Pinyon-Juniper Sub-Type PJ 



  
Note:  The symbols to the right are abbreviations.  A slash (/) indicates a separation of the overstory 
and understory species composition of the stand.  A dash (-) indicates species cohabiting throughout 
the stand profile. 



 
The Forest Vegetation Simulator (FVS) is a growth and yield model developed by the United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA), U.S. Forest Service, and supported by the Forest Management 
Service Center, Fort Collins, Colorado.  On the Navajo forest, stocking data from the Continuous 
Forest Inventory (CFI) plots, was entered into the FVS, Central Rockies Variant, to forecast future 
stand development.  The CFI data set was also used to develop local growth multipliers and volume 
coefficients.  Compartment examination data provided acreages for each of the five stand types.  
These types were further divided by the structural stages of seedling/sapling, young forest, mid-aged 
forest, mature forest, and old-growth forest. 
 
The University of California’s Spreadsheet Assisted Resource Analysis (SARA) was the 
microcomputer-based planning model used for the DSS.  SARA combines the data management 
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capabilities of commercial spreadsheet programs with the optimization procedures of linear 
mathematical programming solvers (i.e. C-WHIZ).  This package was made available by a Contract 
with Dr. Larry Davis from the University of California, Berkeley, through VESTRA Resources, Inc. 
 
There are two parts to the SARA model.  They are the Resources Capability Model (RCM) and the 
Policy Model.  The RCM contains the “fixed” data regarding the Navajo forest such as the biological 
and economic information.  Regardless of the proposed alternatives, these attributes do not change.  
Different silvicultural prescriptions were made available for each stand type to allow for a 
comprehensive evaluation by the planning model to come to a solution (i.e. treatment), given the 
constraints of the primary management objective.  These treatment choices, ranging from no action to 
complete restoration, combine to solve the issues formulated in the Policy Model.  The Policy Model 
contains formulated constraints, which address the desires of the proposed alternatives.  Once these 
constraints are developed, the SARA system is utilized to develop outputs for the desired alternative.  
In addition, the SARA model allowed comparison of the output results between the different 
alternatives. 
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Section IV: Preferred Alternative 
 
 



ALTERNATIVE 4 



A. Resource Protection 



 
The Navajo forest is an important resource area to the Navajo people and will be protected 
from damage, such as fire, timber trespass and insect/disease.  The Navajo forest contains 
596,725 acres (Table 1).  Allotted lands are subject to protection by the BIA.  The desired 
future condition for this alternative is a forest managed towards an even and uneven-aged 
mosaic intermixed by areas of special and no management. 



I. Tribal Protection Code or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
The NFD and BIA will protect the Navajo forest against damaging insects, disease, timber 
trespass and wild fire. 



IV. Fire 



 
Fire protection is addressed under the Programmatic Wildland Fire Plan for the Navajo Nation 
developed by the BIA-Fire and Aviation Management Program. 



V. Insects and Disease 



 
Policies and procedures to be maintained or initiated to provide forest protection from insect 
and disease include: 



 
1. Areas having insect or disease problems will be evaluated for treatment. 



 
2. Coordination with the U.S. Forest Service Pest Management will continue. 



 
3. All control treatments will be concurred by a qualified Entomologist or Pathologist from 



the U.S. Forest Service or local universities and by a certified silviculturist. 
 



4. All necessary chemical control treatments will be conducted within proper guidelines and 
will be applied only by certified individuals. 
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5. Salvage timber sales may be used to remove designated insect and disease damaged trees. 
 



6. Information of possible control treatments may be provided, upon request, to Navajo land 
users. 



 
7. Approximately 500 acres within the commercial forest will be thinned.  The balance of the 



forest area will be treated as needed. 



VI. Trespass 



 
1. All Navajo Nation Codes and federal laws that apply to timber, fire, homesite and fencing 



trespass will be enforced by the NFD Forest Officers, other commissioned Resource 
Enforcement Officers, in coordination with other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. NFD will coordinate with other Navajo Nation departments to remove illegal fences and 



to provide access through legal fences. 
 



3. Any trespass cutting observed shall be reported to NFD’s Forest Officers. 



VII. Emergency Rehabilitation 



 
Only native plant species will be used for rehabilitation.  See Appendix F for list of 
recommended plant species. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



2. Monitoring 
 



a. All forest protection activities will be monitored by the NFD and other respective 
resource departments and/or organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination and Communication 



 
1. Coordinated Management 



 
a. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of 



management activities. 
 



b. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed 
for affected resources, see Appendices C, D and G. 



 
c. NFD will be consulted on all land use activities occurring in the Navajo forest. 
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X. Organization and Funding 



 
The organization and funding for resource protection is incorporated into Part B. Timber 
Management, Section X, Page 52. 
 



B. Timber Management 



 
The Navajo commercial forest (exclusive of inoperable and restricted areas) is composed of 
388,626 acres (Table 1).  As per Alternative 3, operable timberlands of 74,735 acres for 
SMAs and 60,137 acres of marginal timber production areas were deducted.  This resulted in 
the commercial forest for this alternative to be 253,754 acres where even and uneven-aged 
stand development will occur.  The desired future condition will be an even and uneven-aged 
mosaic intermixed with areas of special or no management.  Allotted lands are subject to 
management and regulation by the BIA. 



I. Tribal Ordinances or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
1. Utilize even-aged and uneven-aged management to direct the commercial forest age 



distribution towards a regulated distribution. 
 



2. Ensure that adequate/sufficient regeneration is present. 
 



3. Satisfy local demand for forest products. 



IV. Silvicultural Guidelines 



 
Silvicultural prescriptions for treatments will be approved by a certified silviculturist.  Even-
aged regeneration treatments will generally conform to the two or three-step shelterwood 
method and uneven-aged regeneration treatments will generally conform to single tree and 
group selection designed to maximize stand level diversity and connectivity of reserves.  
Within SMAs, forest management treatments will be limited to those considered compatible 
with the resource condition and emphasis of management (Table 8, page 36).  These methods 
are described as follows: 
 
1. Shelterwood Regeneration Method:  A method of regenerating a stand in which a new age 



class develops beneath the partially shaded microenvironment provided by the residual 
trees. 
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a. Three-step Shelterwood Method:  As per Alternative 1, the three-step shelterwood 



method consists of a preparatory cut, a seed cut and a final removal cut. 
 



b. Two-step Shelterwood Method:  Same as the three-step, except there is no need for a 
preparatory cut. 



c. Shelterwood with Reserves Regeneration Method:  A variant of the Shelterwood 
Method in which trees are retained for goals other than seeding/shelter. 



 
2. Uneven-Aged (Selection) Methods of regenerating a forest stand, and maintaining an 



uneven-aged structure, by removing some trees in all size classes either singly, in small 
groups, or in strips are: 



 
a. Single-Tree Selection:  A method in which individual trees of all age classes are cut 



throughout the stand to establish new age classes and to achieve desired stand 
structural characteristics. 



 
b. Group Selection:  A method in which groups of trees are cut, and new size classes are 



established.  Openings will average .5 to 2 acres in size, with small openings providing 
microenvironments suitable for shade tolerant regeneration and the larger openings 
providing conditions suitable for shade intolerant species regeneration. 



 
c. Group Shelterwood:  A variant of the Shelterwood Method in which harvest occurs in 



groups.  Though a even-aged regeneration method where harvesting occurs, the 
overall stand structure remains uneven-aged. 



 
2. Intermediate Treatments – treatments that occur between seedling establishment and 



regeneration treatments.  These treatments include: thinning, liberation cut, improvement 
cut and sanitation/salvage cut. 



 
Compartment examination information will be used to determine which and how stands will 
be treated.  The interdisciplinary process will be used during development of each timber sale.  
To the extent possible, silvicultural treatments will be subject to guidelines in t h e  
Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook (Appendix C).  No commercial forest activities are 
planned around lakes, streams, wetlands, and traditional/cultural areas. 



V. Harvest Schedule 



 
1. Sustained Yield 



 
a. The commercial forest of 253,754 acres will be subject to area control regulation.  The 



net annual growth rate for these acres is 19.9 million bf.  During the planning period, 
the average annual allowable cut is 15.9 million bf, taking into consideration 
ecological conditions and management constraints.  Since the net growth rate is higher 
than the estimated harvest rate, sustained yield will be accomplished. 



 
2. Forest Structure 
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a. Individually treated areas will be 100 acres or less and managed in even-aged and in 



uneven-aged corridors throughout the forest landscape.  Nearly one-fifth (114,024 
acres - 49,439 acres of even-aged and 64,585 acres of uneven-aged management) of 
the forest will be scheduled for treatment over the ten year planning period. 



 
3. Stand Density 



 
a. In even-aged managed areas, when intermediate treatments or preparatory cuts occur, 



the residual GSL will be 40 sq. ft./acre.  A seed cut will reduce the residual GSL to 20 
sq. ft./acre.  After regeneration is established, the final removal cut may occur. 



 
b. In uneven-aged managed areas, where group selections occur, the GSL of 0.5 - 2 acre 



areas will be reduced to 0 sq.ft./acre, where group shelterwood cuts occur , the GSL of 
<5 acre areas will be treated to either 40 or 20 sq.ft/acre and where single-tree 
selection is prescribed, the overall stands GSL will be managed at 60 sq.ft./acre. 



 
4. Rotation Age 



 
a. Rotation age will vary according to the type of management that is utilized. 



 
1. In even-aged managed areas, the rotation age will be 120 years. 



 
2. In uneven-aged managed areas, the rotation age varies according to the type of 



treatment.  Single-tree selection treated areas have a rotation age greater than 200 
years, group selection treated areas have a rotation age that varies from 120 to 160 
to 200 years and for group shelterwood areas, the rotation age is 120 or 160 years. 



 
5. Timber Supply 



 
a. The average net annual allowable cut will be 15.9 million board feet. 



 
6. Sale Schedule  



 
Table 10 summarizes the planned timber harvest schedule, for the 10-year planning 
period. 
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Table 10 – Summary of Planned Timber Sales 



Sale Name Compartments 
Total 
Acres 



Treated 
Acres 



Harvest 
Rate 



(bf/acre) 



Estimated 
Harvest 
(MMbf) 



Primary Access 
Roads 



Tohnitsa 47, 48, 55 28,886 9,647 1,890 18.2 7180 



Oak Ridge 
(includes 



Allotted Lands) 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 64,360 14,495 1,000 14.5 9000, 90600 



Sanostee 35, 36, 41, 42 41,562 10,003 1,500 15.0 
7540, 7500, 



7170 



Crystal 51, 52, 53, 58, 
59 



47,802 11,982 1,500 18.0 8050, 8091, 
7130, 8000 



Fluted Rock 23, 24 29,873 7,082 1,250 8.8 
9450, 9400, 



9000 



Piney Hill 
10, 11, 12, 13, 



16 
40,952 11,313 1,250 14.1 9000 



Bear Canyon 9,14 30,913 12,127 1,250 15.2 9000, 9800 



Twin Buttes 
54, 56, 60, 61, 



62 
39,292 4,654 1,250 5.8 



8010, 8013, 
8091, 8000 



Sawmill 15, 17, 19 40,304 16,328 1,500 24.5 
9200, 9220, 
9400, 9430, 



9000 Berland Lake 46, 49, 63 21,601 16,393 1,500 24.6 7170 



Maps for proposed timber sales are located in Appendix A2. 
 
Table 5 summarizes estimated acreages for the Tohnitsa Timber Sale (page 16). 



 
Table 6 summarizes the estimated volumes (MMbf) determined by average board feet per tree 
multiplied by the total number of trees designated for harvest in the Tohnitsa Timber Sale (page 16). 
 



Development Requirements for all timber sales: T&E species survey, Archaeological survey, 
Sale map with road plan, USFWS consultation, Public relations. 



 
Special Resource Protection for all timber sales: Mexican spotted owl Protected Activity 
Center, T&E species, archaeological/cultural sites, Water Quality Protection Guidelines. 



 
Harvest Systems for all timber sales 



Long- log system: Trees will be felled, limbed and bucked in 33' log lengths, unless shorter 
lengths are desired.  Logs will be transported along designated skid trails by rubber-tire or 
tractor-type skidders.  Logs will then be loaded and transported off of the sale area by 
tractor truck. 



 
Harvest Timing for all timber sales: Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid disturbance 
of T&E nesting periods.  Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid excessive ground 
damage especially during precipitation run-off (i.e. monsoon period). 
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VI. Harvest Policy 



 
1. Species Conversion 



 
a. Oak, aspen and mixed conifer stands will not be converted to ponderosa pine stands. 



 
2. Slash Disposal 



 
a. Logging slash within 100-feet of designated travel routes, will be hand piled. 



 
b. In other areas, slash will be treated depending on management objectives and may be 



mechanically piled, burned or lopped and scattered.  . 
 



c. For thinning areas, slash will be treated depending on management objectives. 
 



3. Reforestation 
 



This practice includes stocking surveys, site preparation, tree seed collection, tree 
planting, and protection. 



 
a. If stocking surveys reveal that the understory is adequately stocked, then reforestation 



is unnecessary.  Observations are confirmed through plot sampling and tree 
measurements.  Reforestation treatments are not needed if: 



 
i. the basal area of trees is greater than 40 sq.ft./acre, or 
ii. the seedling and/or saplings number greater than 300 per acre, or 
iii. a combination of both. 



 
b. If reforestation is necessary, the following reforestation practices will be followed. 



 
i. If it has been determined that natural regeneration will not occur, artificial 



reforestation by tree planting will be conducted.  Prior to planting, site preparation 
by disking is needed.  The decision to plant is also affected by other features such 
as soil depth, rockiness, slope and site index. 



 
ii. Soil moisture is the most important requirement for successful establishment.  



Favorable planting conditions occur after spring snow melts, around April, and 
after the summer monsoon rains around September/October.  Planting will occur 
during the fall season, which has determined to have a higher survival rate.  The 
goal for planting success is establishment of 300 trees/acre; therefore, to account 
for mortality, 680 trees/acre are to be planted. 



 
iii. Seedlings are grown from two local seed sources, the Defiance Plateau and the 



Chuska Mountains.  Cones will be collected during good seed crop years and the 
extracted seeds will be frozen until needed.  Seed germination/viability tests shall 
exceed a rate of 50 percent.  Seedlings will be grown in plastic containers, due to a 
higher survival rate.  Larger container sizes will be used for the Defiance Plateau.  
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Seedlings will be grown for 90 days in the greenhouses, then hardened-off in lath 
houses before planting. 



 
iv. New plantations will be established on 6,900 acres.  These plantations will be 



fenced for a period of 10 years.  If loss of livestock foraging area is determined, 
compensation will occur.  Survival surveys will be conducted in year one, three, 
and five. 



 
4. Commercial Forest Stand Improvement (CFSI) 



 
This practice includes stocking surveys, precommercial and commercial thinning. 



 
a. Stocking surveys may show in some areas, conditions for natural regeneration were 



excellent, resulting in too many trees that require thinning.   
 
b. Precommercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees that are less than 5.0”d.b.h. 



to meet management goals.  The thinning method will be “thinning from below” 
where harvested trees will mostly be suppressed or intermediate.  Thinning areas will 
be approximately 100 acres and will not be adjacent to each other 



 
c. Commercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees between 4.9” and 11.5”d.b.h. to 



meet management goals.  The thinning methods will be “thinning from below” or 
“free thinning”, where co-dominant and dominant trees are also subject to harvest.  A 
majority of commercial thinning will be conducted through pole marking.  Poles are 
selectively marked by NFD for harvest by the public.  The public is responsible to 
follow all forest regulations. 



 
d. Diseased or insect damaged trees will be harvested before suppressed or intermediate 



trees free of damage.  If all trees show signs of damage, trees with the higher amounts 
of damage will be harvested first.  



 
5. Protection of Special Resources 



 
a. The Navajo Nation Management Plan for the Mexican Spotted Owl will be followed 



where applicable. 
 



b. Cultural Resources will be protected through avoidance. 
 



c. The Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook, to the extent possible, will be followed. 
 



d. T&E Surveys will be conducted where applicable. 
 



e. Water Quality Protection Guidelines will be followed where applicable. 
 



6. Rights-of-ways 
 



a. All right-of-way operations will be coordinated with the NFD and BIA. 
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b. Only NFD will issue tree harvesting permits for approved right-of-way projects. 
 



c. Monetary compensation for all trees harvested within the project will be made to the 
Navajo Nation by the project sponsor. 



 
7. Access Roads 



 
a. In coordination with local land users, one hundred-twenty five (125) miles of roads 



will be closed within the commercial forest and SMAs. 
 



b. Construction of new roads will be discouraged.  Restoration of existing roads, 
construction standards and maintenance practices will be done according to BMPs 
presented in Appendix D. 



 
c. Road maintenance will be the responsibility of the BIA. 



 
8. Recreation/Aesthetics 



 
a. Areas within designated scenic highway corridors (NM 134, US 264, Navajo 12, and 



proposed Navajo 7, 13, & 30-31) will be managed to protect aesthetics. 
 



b. Funding dependent, recreation areas and hiking trails will be developed. 
 



9. Homesites 
 



a. A one-acre buffer will be acknowledged around each homesite. 
 



b. NFD will not plan on harvesting trees within these buffered homesite areas. 
 



c. Any harvesting of trees around the homesite is the responsibility of the homeowner, 
who will follow all cutting regulations and pay monetary compensation. 



 
10. Forest Use/Products Permitting 



 
a. Navajo Nation Forestry Regulations (RCJN-69-88) will be followed. 



 
11. Public Relations 



 
a. NFD may conduct public information prior to all forest related activities. 



 
12. Data on T&E Species 



 
a. T&E survey data will be incorporated into management activities that occur within the 



surveyed area. 
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13. Local Control 
 



a. Navajo Nation Local Governance Act (CAP-34-98) will be abided by in addressing 
local matters. 



VII. Data Collection 



 
1. Inventory of forest stands will follow the Navajo Nation Compartment Examination 



Handbook. 
 



2. Stand inventory data will be entered and stored in the NFD’s Geographic Information 
System (GIS) and used for silvicultural prescriptions, forest planning and timber sale 
development.  



 
3. Timber cruising is an inventory of commercial harvest trees (>11.4” d.b.h.) by species, 



size and quality to determine volume.  Timber cruise standards will conform to BIA 
Manual 53, Supplement 3.  The timber cruise will designate trees for harvest by, cut or 
leave tree marking. 



 
a. In a leave tree mark, the residual trees are marked with paint.  Unmarked trees will be 



harvested.  This method may be used for single-tree selection. 
 



b. In a cut tree mark, the harvest trees are marked with paint.  Unmarked trees will be the 
residual trees.  This method will be used for shelterwood, group selection, and group 
shelterwood treatments. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring, and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



b. Certain records are confidential (e.g. T&E, Cultural) and are available only by 
permission through other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. Monitoring 



 
a. In addition to monitoring programs to be implemented, other forestry activities may be 



monitored by the NFD and other respective resource departments and/or 
organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination, and Communication 



 
1. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of management 



activities. 
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2. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) see Appendices 
C, D and G. 



 
3. Project coordination standards will conform to BIA Manual 53, Supplement 3, Section 4.6 



- Checklist. 



X. Organization and Funding 



 
1. Organization 



 
a. Navajo Forestry Department 
b. Navajo Fish and Wildlife Department (NFWD) 
c. Navajo Historic Preservation Department (NHPD) 
d. BIA, Navajo Region, Branch of Forestry (BIA Forestry) 



 
2. Funding 



 
a. The estimated yearly funding needed to implement this alternative are: 



1. Navajo Forestry Department   $   175,000 
2. Navajo Fish and Wildlife   $   157,000 
3. Navajo Historic Preservation Department $   105,000 
4. Range Management (NFD or other)  $     87,000 
5. Other Management   $   127,000 
6. BIA Forestry   $1,500,000 



 
Sources of funding include U.S. Government Appropriations, P.L. 93-638, timber sale 
revenue, Navajo Nation Appropriations and grants. 
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Section V: Alternatives 
 
 



ALTERNATIVE 1 



A. Resource Protection 



 
The Navajo forest is an important resource area to the Navajo people and will be protected 
from damage, such as fire, timber trespass and insect/disease.  The Navajo forest contains 
596,725 acres (Table 1).  Allotted lands are subject to protection by the BIA.  The desired 
future condition for this alternative is a forest managed towards an even-aged mosaic 
intermixed with areas of limited or no management. 



I. Tribal Protection Code or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
The NFD and BIA will protect the Navajo forest against damaging insects, disease, timber 
trespass and wild fire. 



IV. Fire Management 



 
Fire protection is addressed under the Programmatic Wildland Fire Plan for the Navajo Nation 
developed by BIA-Fire and Aviation Management Program. 



V. Insects and Disease 



 
Policies and procedures to be maintained or initiated to provide forest protection from insect 
and disease include: 



 
1. Areas having insect or disease problems will be evaluated for treatment. 



 
2. Coordination with the U.S. Forest Service Pest Management will continue.   



 
3. All control treatments will be concurred by a qualified Entomologist or Pathologist from 



the U.S. Forest Service or local universities. 
 



4. All necessary chemical control treatments will be conducted within proper guidelines and 
will be applied only by certified individuals. 
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5. Salvage timber sales may be used to remove designated insect and disease damaged trees. 
 



6. Information of control treatments may be provided, upon request, to Navajo land users. 
7. Approximately 1,000 acres within the commercial forest will be thinned.  The balance of 



the forest area may be treated as needed. 



VI. Trespass 



 
1. All Navajo Nation Codes and federal laws that apply to timber, fire, homesite and fencing 



trespass will be enforced by the NFD Forest Officers; other commissioned Resource 
Enforcement Officers in coordination with other Navajo Nation Departments. 



 
2. NFD will coordinate with other Navajo Nation departments to remove illegal fences and 



to provide access through legal fences. 
 



3. Any trespass cutting observed shall be reported to NFD’s Forest Officers. 



VII. Emergency Rehabilitation 



 
Only native plant species will be used for rehabilitation.  See Appendix F for the list of 
recommended plant species. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



2. Monitoring 
 



a. All forest protection activities will be monitored by the NFD and other respective 
resource departments and/or organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination and Communication 



 
1. Coordinated Management 



 
a. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of 



management activities. 
 



b. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed 
for affected resources, see Appendices C, D and G. 
 



c. NFD will be consulted on all land use activities occurring in the Navajo forest. 











 21 



X. Organization and Funding 



 
The organization and funding for resource protection is incorporated into Part B. Timber 
Management, Section X, Page 21. 



B. Timber Management 



 
The Navajo commercial forest (exclusive of inoperable and restricted areas) is composed of 
388,626 acres (Table 1).  Since the ponderosa pine overstory with ponderosa pine, pinyon-
juniper understory stand type is a marginal producer of timber; 77,009 acres were further 
deducted from operable timberland.  This resulted in the commercial forest for this alternative 
to be 311,617 acres, where even-aged stand development will occur.  The desired future 
condition will be an even-aged mosaic intermixed with areas of limited or no management.  
Allotted lands are subject to management and regulation by the BIA. 



I. Tribal Ordinances or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals1 



 
1. Utilize even-aged management to convert the commercial forest age distribution to a 



regulated distribution. 
 



2. Ensure that adequate regeneration is present. 
 



3. Satisfy local demand for forest products 



IV. Silvicultural Guidelines 



 
Silvicultural prescriptions for each forest stand will be approved by a certified silviculturalist 
and regeneration will be established through even-aged regeneration treatments.  These 
methods are described as follows: 
 
1. Shelterwood Regeneration Method:  A method of regenerating a stand in which a new age 



class develops beneath the partially shaded microenvironment provided by the residual 
trees. 



 
a. Three-step Shelterwood Method: 



 



                                                 
1 Forest Management goals are not prioritized. 
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i. Preparatory Cut: A cut that enhances conditions for seed production from residual 
trees.  This treatment will occur when the stand is around 100 years of age.  
Residual Growing Stock Level (GSL) will be around 40 square feet per acre.  
Residual trees will be dominant or co-dominant, of good vigor and with no disease 
or damage. 



ii. Seed Cut: A cut that creates conditions for the establishment of natural 
regeneration that results in a new age class.  This treatment occurs when the stand 
is around 120 years of age.  Residual GSL will be around 20 square feet per acre.  
Residual trees should be dominant. 



 
iii. Final Removal Cut: A cut that releases established regeneration from competition 



of remaining shelter trees and occurs when the stand is around 140 years of age.  
This treatment occurs only after a planned seed cut and if an adequate amount of 
regeneration became established (greater than 300 seedlings per acre). 



 
b. Two-step Shelterwood Method:  Same as the three-step, except there is no need for a 



preparatory cut. 
 



c. Shelterwood with Reserves Regeneration Method:  A variant of the Shelterwood 
Method in which residual trees are retained for goals other than seeding/shelter. 



 
2. Intermediate Treatments – treatments that occur between seedling establishment and 



regeneration treatments.  These treatments include: thinning, liberation cut, improvement 
cut and sanitation/salvage cut. 



 
Compartment examination information will be used to determine which and how stands will 
be treated.  The interdisciplinary process will be used during development of each timber sale.  
To the extent possible, silvicultural treatments will be subject to guidelines in the 
Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook (Appendix C).  No commercial forest activities are 
planned around lakes, streams, wetlands, and traditional/cultural areas. 



V. Harvest Schedule 



 
1. Sustained Yield 



 
a. The commercial forest of 311,617 acres will be subject to area control regulation.  The 



net annual growth rate for these acres is 23.9 million bf.  During the planning period, 
the average net annual allowable cut is 17.6 million bf, taking into consideration 
ecological conditions and management constraints.  Since the net growth rate is higher 
than the estimated harvest rate, sustained yield will be accomplished. 



 
2. Forest Structure 



 
a. Individually treated areas will be 100 acres or less and managed in even-aged groups 



throughout the forest landscape.  Nearly one-fifth (128,793 acres) of the forest will be 
scheduled for treatment over the ten year planning period. 
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3. Stand Density 
 



a. When intermediate treatments or preparatory cuts occur, the residual GSL will be 40 
sq.ft./acre.  A seed cut will reduce the residual GSL to 20 sq. ft./acre.  After 
regeneration is established, the final removal cut may occur. 



4. Rotation Age 
 



a. The rotation age for treated stands will be 120 years. 
 



5. Timber Supply 
 



a. The average net annual allowable cut will be 17.6 million board feet. 
 



6. Sale Schedule  
 
Table 4 summarizes the planned timber harvest schedule, for the 10-year planning period. 
 



Table 4 – Summary of Planned Timber Sales 



Sale Name Compartments 
Total 
Acres 



Treated 
Acres 



Harvest 
Rate 



(bf/acre) 



*Estimated 
Harvest 
(MMbf) 



Primary Access 
Roads 



Tohnitsa 47, 48, 55 28,886 9,647 1,890 18.2 7180 



Oak Ridge 
(includes 



Allotted Lands) 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 64,360 14,495 1,000 14.5 9000, 90600 



Sanostee 35, 36, 41, 42 41,562 12,286 1,500 18.4 
7540, 7500, 



7170 



Crystal 51, 52, 53, 58, 
59 



47,802 17,267 1,500 25.9 8050, 8091, 
7130, 8000 



Fluted Rock 23, 24 29,873 9,869 1,250 12.3 
9450, 9400, 



9000 



Piney Hill 
10, 11, 12, 13, 



16 
40,952 16,383 1,250 20.5 9000 



Bear Canyon 9,14 30,913 21,052 1,250 26.3 9000, 9800 



Twin Buttes 
54, 56, 60, 61, 



62 
39,292 6,860 1,250 8.6 



8010, 8013, 
8091, 8000 



Sawmill 15, 17, 19 40,304 10,467 1,500 15.7 
9200, 9220, 
9400, 9430, 



9000 Berland Lake 46, 49, 63 21,601 10,467 1,500 15.7 7170 



* = Treated acres multiplied by harvest rate = Estimated Harvest Volume 
 
Maps for proposed timber sales are located in Appendix A1. 
 
Table 5 summarizes estimated acreages for the Tohnitsa Timber Sale. 
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Table 5 – Estimated Acreage for Tohnitsa Timber Sale 



Compartment 47 48 55 TOTAL 



Total Acres 9,181 9,685 10,020 28,886 



Treated Acres 3,433 3,275 2,939 9,647 



 
Table 6 summarizes the estimated volumes (MMbf) determined by average board feet per tree 
multiplied by the total number of trees designated for harvest in the Tohnitsa Timber Sale. 
 
Table 6 – Estimated Volume for the Tohnitsa Timber Sale 



Compartment 47 48 55 TOTAL 



Tree Type 
ave. 



bf/tree 
trees MMbf trees MMbf trees MMbf trees MMbf 



Blackjack 163.9 23,495 3.851 25,387 4.161 14,661 2.403 63,543 10.415 



Yellow 
Pine 



407.3 7,510 3.059 6 ,214 2.531 3,931 1.601 17,655 7.191 



Douglas-
fir 



217 261 .057 1,405 .305 1,215 .264 2,881 .625 



TOTAL 31,266 6.966 33,006 6.997 19,807 4.268 84,079 18.231 
 
Development requirements for all timber sales: Threatened & Endangered Species (T&E) 
survey, Archaeological survey, Sale map with road plan, USFWS consultation, Public 
relations. 



 
Special Resource Protection for all timber sales: Mexican spotted owl Protected Activity 
Center, T&E species, archaeological/cultural sites, Water Quality Protection Guidelines. 



 
Harvest Systems for all timber sales 



Long-log system: Trees will be felled, limbed and bucked in 33' log lengths, unless 
shorter lengths are desired.  Logs will be transported along designated skid trails by 
rubber-tire or tractor-type skidders.  Logs will then be loaded and transported off of 
the sale area by tractor truck.  



 
Harvest Timing for all timber sales: Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid disturbance 
during T&E nesting periods.  Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid excessive ground 
damage especially during high precipitation run-off (i.e. monsoon period). 



VI. Harvest Policy 



 
1. Species Conversion 



 
a. Oak, aspen and mixed conifer stands will not be converted to ponderosa pine stands. 



 
2. Slash Disposal 
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a. Logging slash within 100-feet of designated travel routes, will be hand piled. 
b. In other areas, slash will be treated depending on management objectives and may be 



mechanically piled, burned or lopped and scattered. 
 



c. For thinning areas, slash treatment will depend on management objectives. 
 



3. Reforestation 
 
This practice includes stocking surveys, site preparation, tree seed collection, tree 
planting, and protection. 



 
a. If stocking surveys reveal that the understory is adequately stocked then reforestation 



is unnecessary.  Observations are confirmed through plot sampling and tree 
measurements.  Reforestation treatments are not needed if: 



 
i. the basal area of trees (>4.9" dbh) is greater than 40 sq.ft./acre, or 
ii. the seedling and/or saplings (<5.0" dbh) number greater than 300 per acre, or 
iii. a combination of both. 



 
b. If reforestation is necessary, the following reforestation practices will be followed. 



 
i. If it has been determined that natural regeneration will not occur, artificial 



reforestation by tree planting will be conducted.  Prior to planting, site preparation 
by disking is needed.  The decision to plant is also affected by other features such 
as soil depth, rockiness, slope and site index. 



 
ii. Soil moisture is the most important requirement for successful establishment.  



Favorable planting conditions occur after spring snow melts, around April, and 
after the summer monsoon rains around September/October.  Planting will occur 
during the fall season, which has been determined to have a higher survival rate.  
The goal for planting success is establishment of 300 trees/acre; therefore, to 
account for mortality, 680 trees/acre are to be planted.   



 
iii. Seedlings are grown from two local seed sources, the Defiance Plateau and the 



Chuska Mountains.  Cones will be collected during good seed crop years and the 
extracted seeds will be frozen until needed.  Seed germination/viability tests shall 
exceed a rate of 50 percent.  Seedlings will be grown in plastic containers, due to a 
higher survival rate.  Larger container sizes will be used for the Defiance Plateau.  
Seedlings will be grown for 90 days in the greenhouses, then hardened-off in lath 
houses before planting. 



 
iv. New plantations will be established on 1,900 acres.  These plantations will be 



fenced for a period of 10 years.  If loss of livestock foraging area is determined, 
compensation will occur.  Survival surveys will be conducted in year one, three, 
and five. 
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4. Commercial Forest Stand Improvement (CFSI) 



 
This practice includes stocking surveys, precommercial and commercial thinning. 
 
a. Stocking surveys may show in some areas, conditions for natural regeneration were 



excellent, resulting in too many trees that require thinning. 
 



b. Precommercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees less than 5.0”d.b.h. to meet 
management goals.  The thinning method will be “thinning from below” where 
harvested trees are mostly suppressed or intermediate.  Thinning areas will be 
approximately 100 acres and will not be adjacent to each other. 



 
c. Commercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees between 4.9” and 11.5”d.b.h. to 



meet management goals.  The thinning methods will be “thinning from below” or 
“free thinning”, where co-dominant and dominant trees are also subject to harvest.  A 
majority of commercial thinning will be conducted through pole marking where poles 
are selectively marked by NFD, for harvest by the public.  The public is responsible 
for following all forest regulations. 



 
d. Diseased or insect damaged trees will be harvested before suppressed or intermediate 



trees that are free of damage.  If all trees show signs of damage, then trees with the 
higher amounts of damage will be harvested first.  



 
5. Protection of Special Resources 



 
a. The Navajo Nation Management Plan for the Mexican Spotted Owl will be followed 



where applicable. 
 



b. Cultural Resources will be protected according to established policies. 
 



c. The Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook, to the extent possible, will be followed. 
 



d. T&E Surveys will be conducted where applicable. 
 



e. Water Quality Protection Guidelines will be followed where applicable. 
 



6. Rights-of-ways 
 



a. All right-of-way operations will be coordinated with the NFD and BIA. 
 



b. Only NFD will issue tree harvesting permits for approved right-of-way projects. 
 



c. Monetary compensation for all trees harvested within the project areas will be made to 
the Navajo Nation by the project sponsor. 
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7. Access Roads 



 
a. In coordination with local land users, fifty miles (50) of roads will be closed within the 



commercial forest. 
 



b. Construction of new roads will be discouraged.  For restoration of existing roads, 
construction standards and maintenance practices will be done according to BMPs 
presented in Appendix D. 



 
c. Road maintenance will be the responsibility of the BIA. 



 
8. Recreation/Aesthetics 



 
a. Areas along designated scenic highway corridors (NM 134, US 264, Navajo 12, and 



proposed Navajo 7, 13, & 30-31) will be managed to protect aesthetics. 
 



9. Homesites 
 



a. A one-acre buffer will be acknowledged around each homesite. 
 



b. NFD will not plan on harvesting trees within the buffered homesite areas. 
 



c. Any harvesting of trees within a homesite buffer is the responsibility of the 
homeowner, who will follow all cutting regulations and pay monetary compensation. 



 
10. Forest Use/Products Permitting 



 
a. Navajo Nation Forestry Regulations (RCJN-69-88) will be followed. 



 
11. Public Relations 



 
a. NFD may conduct public information prior to forest related activities. 



 
12. Data on T&E Species 



 
a. T&E survey data results will be incorporated into management activities that occur 



within the surveyed area. 
 



13. Local Control 
 



a. The Navajo Nation Local Governance Act (CAP-34-98) will be abided by in 
addressing local matters. 
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VII. Data Collection 



 
1. Inventory of forest stands will follow the Navajo Nation Compartment Examination 



Handbook. 
2. Stand inventory data will be entered and stored in the NFD’s Geographic Information 



System (GIS) and used for silvicultural prescriptions, forest planning and timber sale 
development. 



 
3. Timber cruising is an inventory of commercial harvest trees (>11.4” d.b.h.) by species, 



size and quality to determine volume.  Cruise standards will conform to BIA Manual 53, 
Supplement 3. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring, and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



b. Certain records are confidential (e.g. T&E, Cultural) and are available only by 
permission through other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. Monitoring 



 
a. In addition to monitoring programs to be implemented, other forestry activities may be 



monitored by the NFD and other respective resource departments and/or 
organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination, and Communication 



 
1. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of management 



activities. 
 



2. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs), see 
Appendices C, D and G. 



 
3. Project coordination standards will conform to BIA Manual 53, Supplement 3, Section 4.6 



- Checklist. 



X. Organization and Funding 



 
1. Organization 



 
a. The Navajo Forestry Department: 
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1. The NFD is under the Division of Natural Resources within the Executive Branch.  
The NFD is directed by a Forest Manager and consists of five programs; Research 
and Development, Forest Services, Timber Management, Reforestation and 
Disease Control and Cooperative Services. 



 
 



b. Other departments and/or organizations: 
1. Navajo Fish and Wildlife Department (NFWD) 
2. Navajo Historic Preservation Department (NHPD) 
3. BIA, Navajo Region, Branch of Forestry (BIA Forestry) 



 
2. Funding 



 
a. The estimated yearly funding needed to implement this alternative are: 



1. Navajo Forestry Department   $   175,000 
2. Navajo Fish and Wildlife    $   158,000 
3. Navajo Historic Preservation Department $   105,000 
4. Range Management (NFD or other)  $     87,000 
5. Other Management    $   156,000 
6. BIA Forestry     $1,500,000 



 
Sources of funding include U.S. Government Appropriations, P.L. 93-638, timber sale 
revenue, Navajo Nation Appropriations and grants. 
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ALTERNATIVE 2 



A. Resource Protection 



 
The Navajo forest is an important resource area to the Navajo people and will be protected 
from damage, such as fire, timber trespass and insect/disease.  The Navajo forest contains 
596,725 acres (Table 1).  Allotted lands are subject to protection by the BIA.  The desired 
future condition for this alternative is an unmanaged forest dominated by scattered yellow 
bark ponderosa pine. 



I. Tribal Protection Code or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
The NFD and BIA will protect the Navajo forest against damaging insects, disease, timber 
trespass and wild fire.   



IV. Fire 



 
Fire protection is addressed under the Programmatic Wildland Fire Plan for the Navajo Nation 
developed by BIA-Fire and Aviation Management Program. 



V. Insects and Disease 



 
Policies and procedures to be maintained or initiated to provide forest protection from insect 
and disease include: 



 
1. Areas having insect and disease problems will be evaluated for treatment. 



 
2. Coordination with the U.S. Forest Service Pest Management will continue 



 
3. All control treatments will be concurred by a qualified Entomologist or Pathologist from 



the Forest Service or local universities. 
 



4. All necessary chemical control treatments will be conducted within proper guidelines and 
will be applied only by certified individuals. 



 
5. Salvage timber sales may be used to remove designated insect and diseased damaged trees 



 
6. Information of control treatments may be provided, upon request, to Navajo land users. 
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7. Approximately 3,000 acres within the commercial forest will be thinned.  The balance of 
the forest area will be treated as needed. 



VI. Trespass 



 
1. All Navajo Nation Codes and federal laws that apply to timber, fire, homesite and fencing 



trespass will be enforced by the NFD Forest Officers, other commissioned Resource 
Enforcement Officers, in coordination with other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. NFD will coordinate with other Navajo Nation departments to remove illegal fences and 



to provide access through legal fences. 
 



3. Any trespass cutting observed shall be reported to NFD’s Forest Officers. 



VII. Emergency Rehabilitation 



 
Only native plant species will be used for rehabilitation.  See Appendix F for of recommended 
plant species. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



2. Monitoring 
 



a. All forest protection activities will be monitored by the NFD and other respective 
resource departments and/or organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination and Communication 



 
1. Coordinated Management 



 
a. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of 



management activities. 
 



b. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed 
for affected resources, see Appendix C, D, and G. 



 
c. NFD will be consulted on all land use activities occurring in the Navajo forest. 
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X. Organization and Funding 



 
The organization and funding for resource protection is incorporated into Part B, Timber 
Management, Section X, Page 29. 
 
 



B. Timber Management 



 
The Navajo forest comprises no acreage available for commercial timber harvesting.  Allotted 
lands are subject to management and regulation by the BIA.  The desired future condition of 
this alternative is an unmanaged forest with minimal custodial activities such as fire 
protection, fire suppression and pole marking.  Permitting for personal use of forest products 
will continue. 



I. Tribal Ordinances or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
1. Satisfy local personal use demand for hogan and fence poles and other forest products. 



IV. Silvicultural Guidelines 



 
1. The forest will not be managed for production of commercial timber. 



 
2. Appropriate silvicultural guidelines will be developed for maintenance or enhancement of 



other resources such as wildlife. 
 



3. Compartment examination information will be used for stand level assessment and to 
monitor stand condition. 



V. Harvest Schedule 



 
1. Sustained Yield 



 
a. The Navajo forest will not be regulated.  Tree harvesting will be done to maintain or 



enhance resources such as wildlife, fisheries, water quality, recreation.  There is no 
proposed harvest level. 



 
2. Forest Structure 
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a. The forest structure will not be altered for the production of commercial timber.  Tree 



species and structural diversity will not maintained or enhanced.  Management 
emphasis on other resources may warrant some tree harvesting but not enough to alter 
the forest structure. 



 
 



3. Stand Density 
 



a. Stands will grow unmanaged without any specified density applied.  If any timber 
harvesting occurs, residual density will depend on specific objective(s) for a particular 
stand. 



 
4. Rotation Age 



 
a. With minimal effort to regulate the forest, there is little reason to specify rotation age. 



 
5. Timber Supply 



 
a. Planned timber harvest volume is zero. 



VI. Harvest Policy 



 
1. Species Conversion 



 
a. Oak, aspen and mixed conifer stands will not be converted to ponderosa pine stands. 



 
2. Slash Disposal 



 
a. Slash along designated travel routes will be hand piled. 



 
b. For thinning areas, method of slash treatment will depend on management objectives. 



 
3. Reforestation 



 
This practice includes stocking surveys, site preparation, tree seed production, tree 
planting, and protection. 



 
a. With reforestation cost dependent on timber harvest revenue, only 200 acres of new 



plantations will be established.  These plantations will be fenced for a period of 10 
years.  If loss of livestock foraging area is determined, compensation will be provided 
to the landuser.  Tree seedling survival studies will be conducted in year one, three, 
and five. 



 
4. Commercial Forest Stand Improvement (CFSI) 



 
This practice includes stocking surveys, precommercial and commercial thinning. 
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a. Stocking surveys may show in some areas, conditions for natural regeneration were 
excellent, resulting in too many trees that require thinning. 



 
b. Precommercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees that are less than 5.0” d.b.h. 



to meet management goals.  The thinning method will be sanitation where harvested 
trees are mostly insect or diseased damaged.  Thinning areas may exceed 100 acres. 



c. Commercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees between 4.9” and 11.5” d.b.h. 
to meet management goals.  The thinning method will again be sanitation.  A majority 
of commercial thinning will be conducted through pole marking.  Poles are selectively 
marked by NFD, for harvest by the public.  The public is responsible to follow all 
forest regulations. 



 
d. If all trees show signs of insect and disease damage, trees with the higher amounts of 



damage will be harvested first. 
 



5. Protection of Special Resources 
 



a. Threatened & Endangered and archeological surveys will be paid for by the project 
sponsors. 



 
b. Known Threatened & Endangered and archeological areas will be avoided, no surveys 



to find additional areas are planned.  If surveys are necessary, all applicable 
requirements will be followed. 



 
6. Rights-of-ways 



 
a. All right-of-way operations will be coordinated with the NFD and BIA. 



 
b. Only NFD will issue tree harvesting permits for approved right-of-way projects. 



 
c. Monetary compensation for all trees harvested within the project will be made to the 



Navajo Nation by the project sponsor. 
 



7. Access Roads 
 



a. In coordination with local land users, three hundred miles (300) of roads will be closed 
within the Navajo forest. 



 
b. Minimal effort will be made to maintain roads. 



 
8. Recreation/Aesthetics 



 
a. Funding dependent, recreation areas and hiking trails will be developed. 



 
9. Homesites 



 
a. Any harvesting of trees around a homesite is the responsibility of the homeowner, who 



will follow all cutting regulations and pay monetary compensation. 
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10. Forest Use/Products Permitting 



 
a. Navajo Nation Forestry Regulations (RCJN-69-88) will be followed. 



 
 



11. Public Relations 
 



a. NFD will conduct public information, if necessary. 
 



12. Data on T&E Species 
 



a. T&E surveys are not planned by NFD.  Any proposed action that may require T&E 
surveys will be paid for by the sponsor of the action and all survey information will be 
shared with NFD and NFWD. 



 
13. Local Control 



 
a. Navajo Nation Local Governance Act (CAP-34-98) will be abided by in addressing 



local matters. 



VII. Data Collection 



 
1. Inventory of forest stands will follow the Navajo Nation Compartment Examination 



Handbook. 
 



2. Stand inventory data will be entered and stored in the NFD’s Geographic Information 
System (GIS).  The stand information is used for monitoring. 



 
3. If necessary, timber cruising will be conducted within areas where commercial tree 



harvesting is to occur.  Timber cruising is an inventory of commercial tree (>11.4” d.b.h.) 
by species, size and quality to determine volume.  Cruise standards will conform to BIA 
Manual 53, Supplement 3. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring, and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



b. Certain records are confidential (e.g. T&E, Cultural) and are available only by 
permission through other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. Monitoring 
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a. Any forestry activities may be monitored by the NFD and other respective resource 
departments and/or organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination, and Communication 



 
1. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of management 



activities. 
2. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs), see 



Appendices C, D and G. 
 



3. Project coordination standards will conform to BIA Manual 53, Supplement 3, Section 4.6 
- Checklist. 



X. Organization and Funding 



 
1. Organization 



 
a. Navajo Forestry Department 
b. Navajo Fish and Wildlife Department (NFWD) 
c. Navajo Historic Preservation Department (NHPD) 
d. BIA, Navajo Region, Branch of Forestry (BIA Forestry) 



 
2. Funding 



 
a. The estimated yearly funding needed to implement this alternative are: 



1. Navajo Forestry Department   $             0 
2. Navajo Fish and Wildlife    $             0 
3. Navajo Historic Preservation Department $             0 
4. Range Management (NFD or other)  $             0 
5. Other Management    $    15,000 
6. BIA Forestry     $1,100,000 



 
Sources of funding include U.S. Government Appropriations, P.L. 93-638, timber sale 
revenue, Navajo Nation Appropriations, grants and revolving accounts. 
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ALTERNATIVE 3 



A. Resource Protection 



 
The Navajo forest is an important resource area to the Navajo people and will be protected 
from damage, such as fire, timber trespass and insect/disease.  The Navajo forest contains 
596,725 acres (Table 1).  Allotted lands are subject to protection by the BIA.  The desired 
future condition for this alternative is a forest managed towards an even-aged mosaic, 
intermixed with areas of special or no management. 



I. Tribal Protection Code or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
The NFD and BIA will protect the Navajo forest against damaging insects, disease, timber 
trespass and wild fire. 



IV. Fire 



 
Fire protection is addressed under the Programmatic Wildland Fire Plan for the Navajo Nation 
developed by the BIA-Fire and Aviation Management Program. 



V. Insects and Disease 



 
Policies and procedures to be maintained or initiated to provide forest protection from insect 
and disease include: 



 
1. Areas having insect or disease problems will be evaluated for treatment. 



 
2. Coordination with the U.S. Forest Service Pest Management will continue. 



 
3. All control treatments will be concurred by a qualified Entomologist or Pathologist from 



the U.S. Forest Service or local universities. 
 



4. All necessary chemical control treatments will be conducted within proper guidelines and 
will be applied only by certified individuals. 



 
5. Salvage timber sales may be used to remove designated insect and disease damaged trees. 
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6. Information of control treatments may be provided, upon request, to Navajo land users. 
7. Approximately 750 acres within the commercial forest will be thinned.  The balance of the 



forest area will be treated as needed. 



VI. Trespass 



 
1. All Navajo Nation Codes and federal laws that apply to timber, fire, homesite and fencing 



trespass will be enforced by the NFD Forest Officers, other commissioned Resource 
Enforcement Officers, in coordination with other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. NFD will coordinate with other Navajo Nation departments to remove illegal fences and 



to provide access through legal fences. 
 



3. Any trespass cutting observed shall be reported to NFD’s Forest Officers. 



VII. Emergency Rehabilitation 



 
Only native plant species will be used for rehabilitation.  See Appendix F for list of 
recommended plant species. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



2. Monitoring 
 



a. All forest protection activities will be monitored by the NFD and other respective 
resource departments and/or organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination and Communication 



 
1. Coordinated Management 



 
a. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of 



management activities. 
 



b. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed 
for affected resources, see Appendices C, D and G. 
 



c. NFD will be consulted on all land use activities occurring in the Navajo forest. 
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X. Organization and Funding 



 
The organization and funding for resource protection is incorporated into Part B. Timber 
Management, Section X, Page 40. 



B. Timber Management 



 
The Navajo commercial forest (exclusive of inoperable and restricted areas) is composed of 
388,626 acres (Table 1).  This alternative recommends 149,647 acres of Special Management 
Areas (SMAs), see Table 7, which are to be managed for resources other than timber.  Since 
the SMAs are not managed for commercial timber and the ponderosa pine overstory with 
ponderosa pine, pinyon-juniper understory forest type is a marginal producer of timber; 
74,735 acres (see Table 7 note) and 60,137 acres, respectively, were deducted from operable 
timberlands.  This resulted in the commercial forest for this alternative to be 253,754 acres, 
where even-aged stand development will occur.  The desired future condition will be an even-
aged mosaic intermixed with areas of special or no management.  Allotted lands are subject to 
management and regulation by the BIA. 
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Table 7 – Special Management Areas Proposed in Alternatives 3 and 4 



AREA ACRES CHAPTER RESOURCE/EMPHASIS 



Bear Canyon 4,462 Kinlichee Water, Wildlife 



Black Soil Wash 4,073 Kinlichee Water, Wildlife 



Bowl Canyon 12,586 Mexican Springs Water, Wildlife 



Canyon de Chelly 21,509 
Chinle, Nazlini, Sawmill 
Tsaile/Wheatfields 



Water, Wildlife 



Buffalo Pass 10,694 
Cove, Lukachukai, 
Red Valley, Sanostee 



Water, Wildlife 
 



Lone Tule Wash 6,636 Kinlichee Wildlife, Water 



Narbona Pass 10,121 
Crystal, Mexican Springs, 
Naschitti, Sheep Springs 



Visual, Water 



Natural Bridge Canyon 1,339 Kinlichee, Fort Defiance Water, Wildlife 



Piney Hill Lookout 1,776 Kinlichee, Fort Defiance Water, Wildlife 



Ruin Canyon 3,505 Kinlichee Water, Wildlife 



Sanostee Wash 4,376 Lukachukai, Sanostee Water, Wildlife 



Sanostee Burn 2,002 Sanostee Wildlife (deer) 



Scattered Willow Wash 7,694 Kinlichee Water, Wildlife 



Sonsela Buttes 10,942 Crystal Cultural Resources, Wildlife 



Todalena 866 Two Grey Hills Water (fish) 



Tsaile Creek 16,809 
Lukachukai, Sanostee, 
Tsaile/Wheatfields 



Water, Wildlife 



Wheatfields Lake Watershed 16,858 Crystal, Tsaile/Wheatfields Recreation, Water, Wildlife 



Whiskey Creek Valley 13,399 
Crystal, Sheep Springs, 
Tsaile/Wheatfields 



Water, Wildlife 



TOTAL ACRES 149,647 
  



Note: The area with SMAs includes other administratively or environmentally restricted land types.  The net area subtracted 
from the commercial forestland base is 74,735 acres. 



I. Tribal Ordinances or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
1. Utilize even-aged management to direct the commercial forest age distribution towards a 



regulated distribution. 
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2. Ensure that adequate/sufficient regeneration is present. 



 
3. Satisfy local demand for forest products 



IV. Silvicultural Guidelines 



 
Silvicultural prescriptions will be approved by a certified silviculturalist and regeneration will 
be established through even-aged regeneration treatments.  Within SMAs, forest management 
prescriptions will be limited to those considered compatible with the resource condition and 
management emphasis (Table 8).  These methods are described as follows: 
 
1. Shelterwood Regeneration Method:  A method of regenerating a stand in which a new age 



class develops beneath the partially shaded microenvironment provided by the residual 
trees. 



 
a. Three-step Shelterwood Method:  As per Alternative 1, the three-step shelterwood 



method consists of a preparatory cut, a seed cut and a final removal cut. 
 



b. Two-step Shelterwood Method:  Same as the three-step, except there is no need for a 
preparatory cut. 
 



c. Shelterwood with Reserves Regeneration Method:  A variant of the Shelterwood 
Method in which trees are retained for goals other than seeding/shelter. 



 
3. Intermediate Treatments – treatments that occur between seedling establishment and 



regeneration treatments.  These treatments include: thinning, liberation cut, improvement 
cut and sanitation/salvage cut. 



 
Compartment examination information will be used to determine which and how stands will 
be treated.  The interdisciplinary process will be used during development of each timber sale.  
To the extent possible, silvicultural treatments will be subject to guidelines in the 
Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook (Appendix C).  No commercial forest activities are 
planned around lakes, streams, wetlands, and traditional/cultural areas. 
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Table 8 – General Management Prescriptions Proposed for SMAs in Alternatives 3 and 4 



AREA PROPOSED MANAGEMENT PRESCRIPTION 



Bear Canyon 
100' buffer from Canyon rim, no harvest in Canyon bottom, group selection and patch cuts in 
pinyon pine. 



Black Soil Wash Same as Bear Canyon 



Bowl Canyon 
No timber harvest on slopes >30%, manage for old-growth forest conditions, group selection 
outside old-growth areas, regenerate aspen stands, several T&E species present 



Canyon de Chelly Group selection in pine, patch cuts in pinyon to enhance deer forage, several T&E species present 



Buffalo Pass 
Single tree selection along N-13, Group Selection elsewhere, thin Gambel oak stands to promote 
acorn production and encourage regeneration 



Lone Tule Wash 
100' buffer from canyon rim, no harvest in canyon bottom, group selection in pine, protect raptor 
nesting sites, patch cuts in pinyon pine 



Narbona Pass Single tree selection along NM 134, group selection elsewhere 



Natural Bridge Canyon Same as Bear Canyon 



Piney Hill Lookout Group selection in ponderosa pine, mark pinyon-juniper for fuelwood harvest 



Ruin Canyon Same as Lone Tule Wash 



Sanostee Wash No commercial timber harvest except to enhance deer winter range 



Sanostee Burn 
Thin Gamble oak stands to promote acorn production and regeneration, maintain shrub and oak 
habitat; no planting of ponderosa pine, maintain tree cover at perimeter of burn and with oak and 
shrub habitat 



Scattered Willow Wash Same as Bear Canyon 



Sonsela Buttes 
Preserve and enhance existing old growth habitat, reintroduce prescribed fire, patch cuts in 
pinyon-juniper to enhance deer winter range 



Toadlena 200 foot no-cut buffers on all washes 



Tsaile Creek 
Group selection in the commercial forest, reintroduce prescribed fire, thin overstocked stands to 
reduce fire hazard, preserve and enhance existing old-growth habitat, T&E species present 



Wheatfield Lake Watershed Same as Tsaile Creek 



Whiskey Creek Valley 
Uneven-aged management to maintain diversity, fence riparian areas, manage for turkey 
production, preserve and enhance existing old-growth habitat 



V. Harvest Schedule 



 
1. Sustained Yield 



 
a. The commercial forest of 253,754 acres will be subject to area control regulation.  The 



net annual growth rate for these acres is 19.9 million bf.  During the planning period, 
the average net annual allowable cut is 15.8 million bf, taking into consideration 
ecological conditions and management constraints.  Since the net growth rate is higher 
than the estimated harvest rate, sustained yield will be accomplished. 



 
2. Forest Structure 



 
a. Individually treated areas will be 100 acres or less and managed in even-aged groups 



throughout the forest landscape.  Nearly one-fifth (114,024 acres) of the forest will be 
scheduled for treatment over the ten year planning period. 
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3. Stand Density 
 
a. When intermediate treatments or preparatory cuts occur, the residual GSL will be 40 



sq. ft./acre.  A seed cut will reduce the GSL to 20 sq. ft./acre.  After regeneration is 
established, the final removal cut may occur. 



 
4. Rotation Age 
 



a. The rotation age for treated stands will be 120 years. 
 



5. Timber Supply 
 



a. The average net annual allowable cut will be 15.8 million board feet. 
 



6. Sale Schedule  
 
Table 9 summarizes the planned timber harvest schedule, for the 10-year planning period. 
 



Table 9 – Summary of Planned Timber Sales 



Sale Name Compartments 
Total 
Acres 



Treated 
Acres 



Harvest 
Rate 



(bf/acre) 



Estimated 
Harvest 
(MMbf) 



Primary Access 
Roads 



Tohnitsa 47, 48, 55 28,886 9,647 1,890 18.2 7180 



Oak Ridge 
(includes 



Allotted Lands) 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 64,360 14,495 1,000 14.5 9000, 90600 



Sanostee 35, 36, 41, 42 41,562 10,003 1,500 15.0 
7540, 7500, 



7170 



Crystal 51, 52, 53, 58, 
59 



47,802 11,982 1,500 18.0 8050, 8091, 
7130, 8000 



Fluted Rock 23, 24 29,873 9,869 1,250 12.3 
9450, 9400, 



9000 



Piney Hill 
10, 11, 12, 13, 



16 
40,952 13,313 1,250 14.1 9000 



Bear Canyon 9,14 30,913 12,127 1,250 15.2 9000, 9800 



Twin Buttes 
54, 56, 60, 61, 



62 
39,292 4,654 1,250 5.8 



8010, 8013, 
8091, 8000 



Sawmill 15, 17, 19 40,304 15,000 1,500 22.5 
9200, 9220, 
9400, 9430, 



9000 Berland Lake 46, 49, 63 21,601 14,933 1,500 22.4 7170 



Maps for proposed timber sales are located in Appendix A2. 
 
Table 5 summarizes estimated acreages for the Tohnitsa Timber Sale (page 16). 



 
Table 6 summarizes the estimated volumes (MMbf) determined by average board feet per tree 
multiplied by the total number of trees designated for harvest in the Tohnitsa Timber Sale (page 16). 
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Development Requirements for all timber sales: T&E survey, Archaeological survey, Sale 
map with road plan, USFWS consultation, Public relations. 



 
Special Resource Protection for all timber sales: Mexican spotted owl Protected Activity 
Center, T&E species, archaeological/cultural sites, Water Quality Protection Guidelines. 



 
Harvest Systems for all timber sales 



Long- log system: Trees will be felled, limbed and bucked in 33' log lengths, unless shorter 
lengths are desired.  Logs will be transported along designated skid trails by rubber-tire or 
tractor-type skidders.  Logs will then be loaded and transported off of the sale area by 
tractor truck. 



 
Harvest Timing for all timber sales: Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid disturbance 
of T&E nesting periods.  Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid excessive ground 
damage especially precipitation run-off (i.e. monsoon period). 



VI. Harvest Policy 



 
1. Species Conversion 



 
a. Oak, aspen and mixed conifer stands will not be converted to ponderosa pine stands. 



 
2. Slash Disposal 



 
a. Logging slash within 100-feet of designated travel routes, will be hand piled. 



 
b. In other areas, slash will be treated depending on management objectives and may be 



mechanically piled, burned or lopped and scattered.   
 



c. For thinning areas, slash will be treated depending on management objectives. 
 



3. Reforestation 
 



This practice includes stocking surveys, site preparation, tree seed collection, tree 
planting, and protection. 



 
a. If stocking surveys reveal that the understory is adequately stocked then reforestation 



is unnecessary.  Observations are confirmed through plot sampling and tree 
measurements.  Reforestation treatments are not needed if: 



 
i. the basal area of  trees (>4.9" dbh) is greater than 40 sq.ft./acre, or 
ii. the seedling and/or saplings (<5.0" dbh) number greater than 300 per acre, or 
iii. a combination of both. 



 
b. If reforestation is necessary, the following reforestation practices will be followed. 
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i. If it has been determined that natural regeneration will not occur, artificial 
reforestation by tree planting will be conducted.  Prior to planting, site preparation 
by disking is needed.  The decision to plant is also affected by other features such 
as soil depth, rockiness, slope and site index. 



 
ii. Soil moisture is the most important requirement for successful establishment.  



Favorable planting conditions occur after spring snow melts, around April, and 
after the summer monsoon rains around September/October.  Planting will occur 
during the fall season, which has determined to have a higher survival rate.  The 
goal for planting success is establishment of 300 trees/acre; therefore, to account 
for mortality, 680 trees/acre are to be planted.   



 
iii. Seedlings are grown from two local seed sources, the Defiance Plateau and the 



Chuska Mountains.  Cones will be collected during good seed crop years and the 
extracted seeds will be frozen until needed.  Seed germination/viability tests shall 
exceed a rate of 50 percent.  Seedlings will be grown in plastic containers, due to a 
higher survival rate.  Larger container sizes will be used for the Defiance Plateau.  
Seedlings will be grown for 90 days in the greenhouses, then hardened-off in lath 
houses before planting. 



 
iv. New plantations will be established on 500 acres.  These plantations will be fenced 



for a period of 10 years.  If loss of livestock foraging area is determined, 
compensation will occur.  Survival surveys will be conducted in year one, three, 
and five. 



 
4. Commercial Forest Stand Improvement (CFSI) 



 
This practice includes stocking surveys, precommercial and commercial thinning. 



 
a. Stocking surveys may show in some areas, conditions for natural regeneration were 



excellent, resulting in too many trees that require thinning.   
 



b. Precommercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees that are less than 5.0”d.b.h. 
to meet management goals.  The thinning method will be “thinning from below” 
where harvested trees are mostly suppressed or intermediate.  Thinning areas will be 
approximately 100 acres and will not be adjacent to each other. 



 
c. Commercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees between 4.9” and 11.5”d.b.h. to 



meet management goals.  The thinning methods will be “thinning from below” or 
“free thinning”, where co-dominant and dominant trees are also subject to harvest.  A 
majority of commercial thinning will be conducted through pole marking.  Poles are 
selectively marked by NFD for harvest by the public.  The public is responsible to 
follow all forest regulations. 



 
d. Diseased or insect damaged trees will be harvested before suppressed or intermediate 



trees free of damage.  If all trees show signs of damage, trees with the higher amounts 
of damage will be harvested first.  
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5. Protection of Special Resources 
 



a. The Navajo Nation Management Plan for the Mexican Spotted Owl will be followed 
where applicable. 



 
b. Cultural Resources will be protected through avoidance. 



 
c. The Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook, to the extent possible, will be followed. 



 
d. T&E Surveys will be conducted where applicable. 



 
e. Water Quality Protection Guidelines will be followed where applicable. 



 
6. Rights-of-ways 



 
a. All right-of-way operations will be coordinated with the NFD and BIA. 



 
b. Only NFD will issue tree harvesting permits for approved right-of-way projects. 



 
c. Monetary compensation for all trees harvested within the project will be made to the 



Navajo Nation by the project sponsor. 
 



7. Access Roads 
 



a. In coordination with local land users, seventy-five miles (75) of roads will be closed 
within the commercial forest and SMAs. 



 
b. Construction of new roads will be discouraged.  Restoration of existing roads, 



construction standards and maintenance practices will be done according to BMPs 
presented in Appendix D. 



 
c. Road maintenance will be the responsibility of the BIA. 



 
8. Recreation/Aesthetics 



 
a. Areas within designated scenic highway corridors (NM 134, US 264, Navajo 12, and 



proposed Navajo 7, 13, & 30-31) will be managed to protect aesthetics. 
 



b. Funding dependent, recreation areas and hiking trails will be developed. 
 



9. Homesites 
 



a. A one-acre buffer will be acknowledged around each homesite. 
 



b. NFD will not plan on harvesting trees within these buffered homesite areas. 
 



c. Any harvesting of trees around the homesite is the responsibility of the homeowner, 
who will follow all cutting regulations and pay monetary compensation. 
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10. Forest Use/Products Permitting 
 



a. Navajo Nation Forestry Regulations (RCJN-69-88) will be followed. 
 



11. Public Relations 
 



a. NFD may conduct public information prior to forest related activities. 
 



12. Data on T&E Species 
 



a. T&E survey data results will be incorporated into management activities that occur 
within the surveyed area. 



 
13. Local Control 



 
a. Navajo Nation Local Governance Act (CAP-34-98) will be abided by in addressing 



local matters. 



VII. Data Collection 



 
1. Inventory of forest stands will follow the Navajo Nation Compartment Examination 



Handbook. 
 



2. Stand inventory data will be entered and stored in the NFD’s Geographic Information 
System (GIS) and used for silvicultural prescriptions, forest planning and timber sale 
development. 



 
3. Timber cruising is an inventory of commercial harvest trees (>11.4” d.b.h.) by species, 



size and quality to determine volume.  Timber cruise standards will conform to BIA 
Manual 53, Supplement 3. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring, and Records 



 
2. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



b. Certain records are confidential (e.g. T&E, Cultural) and are available only by 
permission through other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
3. Monitoring 



 
a. In addition to monitoring programs to be implemented, other forestry activities may be 



monitored by the NFD and other respective resource departments and/or 
organizations. 
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IX. Planning, Coordination, and Communication 



 
1. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of management 



activities. 
 



2. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) see Appendices 
C, D and G. 



 
3. Project coordination standards will conform to BIA Manual 53, Supplement 3, Section 4.6 



- Checklist. 



X. Organization and Funding 



 
1. Organization 



 
a. Navajo Forestry Department 
b. Navajo Fish and Wildlife Department (NFWD) 
c. Navajo Historic Preservation Department (NHPD) 
d. BIA, Navajo Region, Branch of Forestry (BIA Forestry) 



 
2. Funding 



 
a. The estimated yearly funding needed to implement this alternative are: 



1. Navajo Forestry Department   $   175,000 
2. Navajo Fish and Wildlife   $   157,000 
3. Navajo Historic Preservation Department $   105,000 
4. Range Management (NFD or other)  $     87,000 
5. Other Management   $   127,000 
6. BIA Forestry   $1,500,000 
 
Sources of funding include U.S. Government Appropriations, P.L. 93-638, timber sale 
revenue, Navajo Nation Appropriations and grants. 
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ALTERNATIVE 5 



A. Resource Protection 



 
The Navajo forest is an important resource area to the Navajo people and will be protected 
from damage, such as fire, timber trespass and insect/disease.  The Navajo forest contains 
596,725 acres (Table 1).  Allotted lands are subject to protection by the BIA.  The desired 
future condition for the forest will be managed towards a mosaic of an uneven-aged forest 
corridors in which stand structural diversity will be maximized. 



I. Tribal Protection Code or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
The NFD and BIA will protect the Navajo forest against damaging insects, disease, timber 
trespass and wild fire. 



IV. Fire 



 
Fire protection is addressed under the Programmatic Wildland Fire Plan for the Navajo Nation 
developed by the BIA-Fire and Aviation Management Program. 



V. Insects and Disease 



 
Policies and procedures to be maintained or initiated to provide forest protection from insect 
and disease include: 



 
1. Areas having insect or disease problems will be evaluated for treatment. 



 
2. Coordination with the U.S. Forest Service Pest Management will continue. 



 
3. All control treatments will be concurred with a qualified Entomologist or Pathologist from 



the U.S. Forest Service or local universities and by a certified silviculturist. 
 



4. All necessary chemical control treatments will be conducted within proper guidelines and 
will be applied only by certified individuals. 



 
5. Salvage timber sales may be used to remove designated insect and disease damaged trees. 
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6. Information and possible control treatments of concerned areas may be provided, upon 
request, to Navajo land users. 



 
7. Approximately 250 acres within the commercial forest will be thinned.  The balance of the 



forest area will be treated as needed. 



VI. Trespass 



 
1. All Navajo Nation Codes and federal laws that apply to timber, fire, homesite and fencing 



trespass will be enforced by the NFD Forest Officers, other commissioned Resource 
Enforcement Officers, in coordination with other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. NFD will coordinate with other Navajo Nation departments to remove illegal fences and 



to provide access through legal fences. 
 



3. Any trespass cutting observed shall be reported to NFD’s Forest Officers. 



VII. Emergency Rehabilitation 



 
Only native plant species will be used for rehabilitation.  See Appendix F for list of 
recommended plant species. 



VIII. Documentation, Monitoring and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



2. Monitoring 
 
a. All forest protection activities will be monitored by the NFD and other respective 



resource departments and/or organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination and Communication 



 
1. Coordinated Management 



 
a. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of 



management activities. 
 



b. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) developed 
for affected resources, see Appendices C, D and G. 



 
c. NFD will be consulted on all land use activities occurring in the Navajo forest. 
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X. Organization and Funding 



 
The organization and funding for resource protection is incorporated into Part B. Timber 
Management, Section X, Page 63. 
 
 



B. Timber Management 



 
The Navajo commercial forest (exclusive of inoperable and restricted areas) is composed of 
388,626 acres (Table 1).  As per Alternative 1, operable timberlands of 77,009 acres of 
marginal timber productive areas were deducted.  This resulted in the commercial forest for 
this alternative to be 311,617 acres where uneven-aged stand development will occur.  The 
desired future condition will be an uneven-aged mosaic in which stand structural diversity is 
maximized.  Allotted lands are subject to management and regulation by the BIA. 



I. Tribal Ordinances or Standards 



 
All applicable Navajo Nation Codes and Federal Laws. 



II. Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council Goals 



 
All applicable goals of the Resources Committee of the Navajo Nation Council, Resolution 
RCJY-169-95 (Appendix K). 



III. Forest Management Goals 



 
1. Utilize uneven-aged management to treat the commercial forest and for protection and 



enhancement of other resources. 
 



2. Direct the present forest age distribution towards a regulated distribution 
 



3. Ensure that adequate/sufficient regeneration is present. 
 



4. Satisfy local demand for forest products 



IV. Silvicultural Guidelines 



 
Silvicultural prescriptions for treatments will be approved by a certified silviculturalist.  
Uneven-aged regeneration treatments will be designed to maximize stand level diversity and 
connectivity of reserves.  These methods are as follows: 
 
1. Uneven-Aged (Selection) Methods of regenerating a forest stand, and maintaining an 



uneven-aged structure, by removing some trees in all size classes either singly, in small 
groups, or in strips are: 
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a. Single-Tree Selection:  A method in which individual trees of all age classes are cut 
throughout the stand to establish new age classes and to achieve desired stand 
structural characteristics. 



 
b. Group Selection:  A method in which groups of trees are cut, and new size classes are 



established.  Openings will average .5 to 2 acres in size, with small openings providing 
microenvironments suitable for shade tolerant regeneration and the larger openings 
providing conditions suitable for shade intolerant species regeneration. 



c. Group Shelterwood:  A variant of the Shelterwood Method in which harvest occurs in 
groups.  Though a even-aged regeneration method where harvesting occurs, the 
overall stand structure is uneven-aged. 



 
2. Intermediate Treatments – treatments that occur between seedling establishment and 



regeneration treatments.  These treatments include: thinning, liberation cut, improvement 
cut and sanitation/salvage cut. 



 
Compartment examination information will be used to determine which and how stands will 
be treated.  The interdisciplinary process will be used during development of each timber sale.  
To the extent possible, silvicultural treatments will be subject to guidelines in the 
Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook (Appendix C).  No commercial forest activities are 
planned around lakes, streams, wetlands, and traditional/cultural areas. 



V. Harvest Schedule 



 
1. Sustained Yield 



 
a. The commercial forest of 311,617 acres will be subject to area control regulation.  The 



net annual growth rate for these acres is 23.9 million bf.  During the next planning 
period, the average net allowable annual cut is 15.0 million bf, taking into 
consideration ecological conditions and management constraints.  Since the net growth 
rate is higher than the estimated harvest rate, sustained yield will be accomplished. 



 
2. Forest Structure 



 
a. Individually treated areas will be 100 acres or less and managed in uneven-aged 



groups throughout the forest landscape.  Nearly one-fifth (111,392 acres) of the forest 
will be scheduled for treatment over the ten year planning period. 



 
3. Stand Density 



 
a. Where group selections occur, the basal area of 0.5 - 2 acre areas will be reduced to 0 



sq.ft./acre, where group shelterwood cuts occur and depending on the step occurring, 
the GSL of <5 acre areas will be treated to either 40 or 20 sq.ft/acre.  Where single-
tree selection is prescribed, the overall stand GSL will be 60 sq.ft./acre. 



 
4. Rotation Age 
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a. Rotation age will vary according to the type of management treatments utilized. 
 



1. Single-tree selection treated areas have a rotation age of greater than 200 years, 
group selection treated areas have a rotation age that varied from 120 to 160 to 200 
years and for group shelterwood areas the rotation age is 120 or 160 years. 



 
 
 



5. Timber Supply 
 



a. The average net annual allowable cut will be 15.0 million board feet. 
 



6. Sale Schedule  
 



Table 11 summarizes the planned timber harvest schedule, for the 10-year planning 
period. 
 



Table 11 – Summary of Planned Timber Sales 



Sale Name Compartments 
Total 
Acres 



Treated 
Acres 



Harvest 
Rate 



(bf/acre) 



Estimated 
Harvest 
(MMbf) 



Primary Access 
Roads 



Tohnitsa 47, 48, 55 28,886 9,647 1,890 18.2 7180 



Oak Ridge 
(includes 



Allotted Lands) 
1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 64,360 14,495 1,000 14.5 9000, 90600 



Sanostee 35, 36, 41, 42 41,562 12,286 1,500 18.4 
7540, 7500, 



7170 



Crystal 51, 52, 53, 58, 
59 



47,802 17,267 1,500 25.9 8050, 8091, 
7130, 8000 



Fluted Rock 23, 24 29,873 9,869 1,250 12.3 
9450, 9400, 



9000 



Piney Hill 
10, 11, 12, 13, 



16 
40,952 16,383 1,250 20.5 9000 



Bear Canyon 9,14 30,913 21,052 1,250 26.3 9000, 9800 



Twin Buttes 
54, 56, 60, 61, 



62 
39,292 6,860 1,250 8.6 



8010, 8013, 
8091, 8000 



Sawmill 15, 17, 19 40,304 1,733 1,500 2.6 
9200, 9220, 
9400, 9430, 



9000 Berland Lake 46, 49, 63 21,601 1,800 1,500 2.7 7170 



Maps for proposed timber sales are located in Appendix A1. 
 
Table 5 summarizes estimated acreages for the Tohnitsa Timber Sale (page 16). 
 
Table 6 summarizes the estimated volumes (MMbf) determined by average board feet per tree 
multiplied by the total number of trees designated for harvest in the Tohnitsa Timber Sale (page 16). 
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Development Requirements for all timber sales: T&E survey, Archaeological survey, Sale 
map with road plan, USFWS consultation, Public relations. 



 
Special Resource Protection for all timber sales: Mexican spotted owl Protected Activity 
Center, T&E species, archaeological/cultural sites, Water Quality Protection Guidelines. 



 
 



Harvest Systems for all timber sales 
Long- log system: Trees will be felled, limbed and bucked in 33' log lengths, unless shorter 
lengths are desired.  Logs will be transported along designated skid trails by rubber-tire or 
tractor-type skidders.  Logs will then be loaded and transported off of the sale area by 
tractor truck. 



 
Harvest Timing for all timber sales: Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid disturbance 
of T&E nesting periods.  Harvest activities will be scheduled to avoid excessive ground 
damage especially during precipitation run-off (i.e. monsoon period). 



VI. Harvest Policy 



 
1. Species Conversion 



 
a. Oak, aspen and mixed conifer stands will not be converted to ponderosa pine stands. 



 
2. Slash Disposal 



 
a. Logging slash within 100-feet of designated travel routes, will be hand piled. 



 
b. In other areas, slash will be treated depending on management objectives and may be 



mechanically piled, burned or lopped and scattered. 
 



c. For thinning areas, slash will be treated depending on management objectives. 
 



3. Reforestation 
 



This practice includes stocking surveys, site preparation, tree seed collection, tree 
planting, and protection. 



 
a. Reforestation is unnecessary if stocking surveys reveal that the understory is 



adequately stocked or natural regeneration is progressing well.  Observations are 
numerically confirmed through plot sampling and tree measurements.  Reforestation 
treatments are not needed if: 



 
i. the basal area of trees (>4.9" dbh) is greater than 40 sq.ft./acre, or 
ii. the seedling and/or saplings (<5.0" dbh) number greater than 300 per acre, or 
iii. a combination of both. 
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b. If reforestation is necessary, the following reforestation practices will be followed. 
 



i. If it has been determined that natural regeneration will not occur, artificial 
reforestation by tree planting will be conducted.  Prior to planting, site preparation 
by disking is needed.  The decision to plant is also affected by other features such 
as soil depth, rockiness, slope and site index. 



 
ii. Soil moisture is the most important requirement for successful establishment.  



Favorable planting conditions occur after spring snow melt, around April, and after 
the summer monsoon rains around September/October.  Planting will occur during 
the fall season, which has determined to have a higher survival rate.  The goal for 
planting success is establishment of 300 trees/acre; therefore, to account for 
mortality, 680 trees/acre are to be planted.   



 
iii. Seedlings are grown from two local seed sources, the Defiance Plateau and the 



Chuska Mountains.  Cones will be collected during good seed crop years and the 
extracted seeds will be frozen until needed.  Seed germination/viability tests shall 
exceed a rate of 50 percent.  Seedlings will be grown in plastic containers, due to a 
higher survival rate.  Larger container sizes will be used for the Defiance Plateau.  
Seedlings will be grown for 90 days in the greenhouses, then hardened-off in lath 
houses before planting. 



 
iv. New plantations will be established on 15,700 acres.  These plantations will be 



fenced for a period of 10 years.  If loss of livestock foraging area is determined, 
compensation will occur.  Survival surveys will be conducted in year one, three, 
and five. 



 
4. Commercial Forest Stand Improvement (CFSI) 



 
This practice includes stocking surveys, precommercial and commercial thinning. 



 
a. Stocking surveys may show in some areas, conditions for natural regeneration were 



excellent, resulting in too many trees that require thinning.   
 



b. Precommercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees that are less than 5.0”d.b.h. 
to meet management goals.  The thinning method will be “thinning from below” 
where harvested trees will mostly be suppressed or intermediate.  Thinning areas will 
be approximately 100 acres and will not be adjacent to each other 



 
c. Commercial thinning is the process of harvesting trees between 4.9” and 11.5”d.b.h. to 



meet management goals.  The thinning methods will be “thinning from below” or 
“free thinning”, where co-dominant dominant trees are also subject to harvest.  A 
majority of commercial thinning will be conducted through pole marking.  Poles are 
selectively marked by NFD for harvest by the public.  The public is responsible to 
follow all forest regulations. 
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d. Diseased or insect damaged trees will be harvested before suppressed or intermediate 
trees free of damage.  If all trees show signs of damage, trees with the higher amounts 
of damage will be harvested first.  



 
5. Protection of Special Resources 



 
a. The Navajo Nation Management Plan for the Mexican Spotted Owl will be followed. 



 
b. Cultural Resources will be protected through avoidance. 
c. The Timber/Wildlife Coordination Handbook, to the extent possible, will be followed. 



 
d. T&E surveys will be conducted where applicable. 



 
e. Water Quality Protection Guidelines will be followed where applicable. 



 
f. Navajo Nation Mexican Spotted Owl Management Plan will be followed. 



 
6. Rights-of-ways 



 
a. All right-of-way operations will be coordinated with the NFD and BIA. 



 
b. Only NFD will issue tree harvesting permits for approved right-of-way projects. 



 
c. Monetary compensation for all trees harvested within the project will be made to the 



Navajo Nation by the project sponsor. 
 



7. Access Roads 
 



a. In coordination with local land users, two hundred miles (200) of roads will be closed 
within the commercial forest. 



 
b. Construction of new roads will be discouraged.  Restoration of existing roads, 



construction standards and maintenance practices will be done according to BMPs 
presented in Appendix D. 



 
c. Road maintenance will be the responsibility of the BIA. 



 
8. Recreation/Aesthetics 



 
a. Areas within designated scenic highway corridors (NM 134, US 264, Navajo 12, and 



proposed Navajo 7, 13, & 30-31) will be managed to protect aesthetics. 
 



9. Homesites 
 



a. A one-acre buffer will be acknowledged around each homesite. 
 



b. NFD will not plan on harvesting trees within these buffered homesite areas. 
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c. Any harvesting of trees around the homesite is the responsibility of the homeowner, 
who will follow all cutting regulations and pay monetary compensation. 



 
10. Forest Use/Products Permitting 



 
a. Navajo Nation Forestry Regulations (RCJN-69-88) will be followed. 



 
11. Public Relations 



 
a. NFD will conduct public information prior to forest related activities. 



 
12. Data on T&E Species 



 
a. T&E survey data results will be incorporated into management activities that occur 



within the surveyed area. 
 



13. Local Control 
 



a. Navajo Nation Local Governance Act (CAP-34-98) will be abided by in addressing 
local matters. 



VII. Data Collection 



 
1. Inventory of forest stands will follow the Navajo Nation Compartment Examination 



Handbook. 
 



2. Inventory data will be entered and stored in the NFD’s Geographic Information System 
(GIS) and used for silvicultural prescriptions, forest planning and timber sale 
development.  



 
3. Timber cruising is an inventory of commercial harvest trees (>11.4” d.b.h.) by species, 



size and quality to determine volume.  Timber cruise standards will conform to BIA 
Manual 53, Supplement 3.  The timber cruise will designate trees for harvest by, cut or 
leave tree marking. 



 
a. In a leave tree mark, the residual trees are marked with paint.  Unmarked trees will be 



harvested.  This method is usually used for single-tree selection. 
 



b. In a cut tree mark, the harvest trees are marked with paint.  Unmarked trees will be the 
residual trees.  This method may be used for shelterwood, group selection, and group 
shelterwood treatments. 
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VIII. Documentation, Monitoring, and Records 



 
1. Documentation and Records 



 
a. All memorandums, letters, reports, maps, records, etc. will be maintained for three 



years then archived. 
 



b. Certain records are confidential (e.g. T&E, Cultural) and are available only by 
permission through other Navajo Nation departments. 



 
2. Monitoring 



 
a. In addition to monitoring programs to be implemented, other forestry activities may be 



monitored by the NFD and other respective resource departments and/or 
organizations. 



IX. Planning, Coordination, and Communication 



 
1. The interdisciplinary planning process will continue in the development of management 



activities. 
 



2. Guidelines implemented will include Best Management Practices (BMPs) see Appendices 
C, D and G. 



 
3. Project coordination standards will conform to BIA Manual 53, Supplement 3, Section 4.6 



- Checklist. 



X. Organization and Funding 



 
1. Organization 



 
a. Navajo Forestry Department 
b. Navajo Fish and Wildlife Department (NFWD) 
c. Navajo Historic Preservation Department (NHPD) 
d. BIA, Navajo Region, Branch of Forestry (BIA Forestry) 



 
2. Funding 



 
a. The estimated yearly funding needed to implement this alternative are: 



1. Navajo Forestry Department   $   175,000 
2. Navajo Fish and Wildlife   $   157,000 
3. Navajo Historic Preservation Department $   105,000 
4. Range Management (NFD or other)  $     87,000 
5. Other Management   $   156,000 
6. BIA Forestry   $1,500,000 
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Sources of funding include U.S. Government Appropriations, P.L. 93-638, timber sale 
revenue, Navajo Nation Appropriations and grants. 
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Section VI: Plan Preparation 
 
The following is a list of participants and contributors to the development of this management plan. 
 
Dr. Richard Harris, University of California, Berkley 
Dr. Lawerance Davis, University of California, Berkley 
 
Navajo Region, Bureau of Indian Affairs 
 Harold D. Russell 



Jonathan Martin 
 Gerry George (detailed) 
 Allan Vesley 
 Leonard Robbins 
 
Navajo Forestry Department 
 Alexious C. Becenti, Sr. 
 Gorman Yazzie 
 Frankie D. Thompson 
 Sadie R. Johnson 
 Robert W. Billie 
 Eddie Sam 
 Michael Yazzie 
 M.C. Baldwin 
 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, Branch of Forest Resources Planning 
 James Cathcart (detailed) 
 
Navajo Nation Environmental Protection Agency 
 Tom Morris 
 Vincent Tom 
 
Navajo Nation Water Resources Department 
 Dr. Robert Becker 
 
Navajo Nation Historic Preservation Department 
 Greg Bowen 
 Peter Noyes 
 
Navajo Fish and Wildlife Department 
 Jeff Cole 
 John Nystedt 
 Rick Winslow 
 
USDA, Forest Service 
 Arnold Wilson (detailed) 
 Don Vandendriesche 
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Navajo Nation Department of Justice 
 Anthony Aguirre 
 
Diné C.A.R.E. 
 Ivan Joe 
 
Ray Wrobley, SEC Inc., Sedona, Arizona 
 
Members of the Navajo Nation Forest Management Plan interdisciplinary (ID) team. 
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			LADWP to Eliminate Coal-fired Power from Energy Mix by 2025
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Following a recent pledge made by Los Angeles Mayor Antonio Villaraigosa to wean the city off of coal-fired generation within 12 years, the Los Angeles


 Department  of Water and Power (LADWP) has unveiled its ambitious plans to abandon the use of coal-fueled generation for its service area by 2025.


LADWP took historic steps this week towards eliminating coal from LA’s power supply when it announced that representatives of the California utility and 


Salt River Project have reached sufficient progress on the principle terms to sell its stake in the Navajo Generating Station (NGS). The two utilities will 


now move forward on negotiating a definitive agreement that would end LA’s use of coal-fired power from the plant by the end of 2015. 


If a final agreement can be reached and approved by each party’s governing bodies, this will end LA’s relationship with NGS more than four years earlier than


 mandated by California state law. 


Further, LADWP’s Board of Water and Power Commissioners have approved a contract that will enable the utility to completely transition out of coal power


from the Intermountain Power Plant (IPP) in Delta, Utah by 2025 at the latest, with efforts to begin that transition no later than 2020. 


“The era of coal is over. Today we affirm our commitment to make Los Angeles a cleaner, greener, more sustainable city,” said Mayor Villaraigosa. “By 


divesting from coal and investing in renewable energy and energy efficiency, we reduce our carbon footprint and set a precedent for the national power 


market.”


Thomas R. Sayles, President of the Board of Water and Power Commissioners, said, “Today we continued the Board’s efforts to meet environmental 


mandates efficiently and in a cost effective manner while maintaining a reliable power supply for our customers.”


LADWP currently owns a 21 percent interest in the 2,250-megawatt (MW) Navajo Generating Station, receiving 477 MW of coal-fired power from the plant. 


Wednesday, the Board directed staff to develop the final transaction agreement, which is expected to be approved by both parties later this summer, with 


consideration by the Los Angeles City Council thereafter.


Eliminating coal power from IPP was more complex than negotiating the terms of sale of NGS because LADWP does not own any part of IPP.  LADWP is one 


of six Southern California municipal utilities that purchase coal power from the 1,800-MW IPP facility under a long-term power purchase agreement that 


expires in 2027. 


IPP is owned by 23 municipal utilities in Utah and supplies power to 30 utilities in Utah and six utilities in Southern California, including LADWP.  Under 


California 


law, SB 1368, electric utilities will not be allowed to import power into the state that exceeds a fossil fuel emissions cap after their current contracts expire. 


The emissions cap is set at the level of an efficient, combined cycle natural gas power plant.


The Board’s action Wednesday approves LADWP’s portion of the amendment to the long-term power sales agreement to stop taking coal power from IPP 


earlier


 than 2027 and build a smaller natural gas-fired power plant that complies with California emission standards. 


The contract provides for beginning LADWP’s transition out of coal power from IPP with the commencement of engineering, design and construction of the 


smaller natural gas-fired generating plant by 2020 and completely eliminating coal power from IPP no later than 2025.  The smaller plant, estimated at 


between 


600 – 1,200 MW, will allow LADWP and the other local municipal customers to develop more renewables and bring it to Southern California along existing 


transmission lines.


LADWP and other Southern California municipal utilities will continue to receive renewable energy from Southern Utah from the Milford Wind project; with 


power delivered over the same transmission line that presently also delivers power from IPP.


“Working with IPP and its other customers, we have developed a win-win-win solution that is good for Southern California and good for Utah,” said Aram 


Benyamin, LADWP Senior Assistant General Manager – Power.  “Siting and building a new power plant and the transmission lines to deliver replacement 


power to Los Angeles would have cost at least twice that of rebuilding at IPP.  By using an existing power plant site and existing DC Southern Transmission 


System  for delivery of power from the future project and transforming it we will save money, time, reduce emissions by over 2/3 that of the existing plant, 


be able to build more renewables and bring that power home to Los Angeles.  That’s a homerun.”


The amendment is subject to approval by the Los Angeles City Council, will be considered by the other municipal purchasers and is currently being ratified


 by the 23 Utah owners.













Meeting of NGS Technical Work Group


March 21, 2013	12:00 – 5:00 PM
Salt River Project – PAB, Yuma Room


Agenda


12:00 – 12:45		Lunch





12:45 – 1:00		Introductions





1:00 – 1:15		Welcome & Statement of Purpose


		


1:15 – 2:00		USEPA’s  BART Rule





2:00 – 2:15		Three Agency Collaboration





2:15 – 2:30		Overview of TWG Procedures and Protocols	





2:30 – 3:30		TWG Member Perspectives





3:30 – 4:00	Plans and Protocol for Communications with Other Interested Parties including Non-disclosure Agreement





4:30 – 5:00		TWG Meeting Schedule & Meeting Logistics





5:00			Adjourn  		  







For Just One Drink of Water… 



 



by Glen E. Fryxell, Ph.D. 



 



Water is the principal requirement for human 



survival. Food and shelter rank highly, but we 



can live without those for much longer than we 



can live without water. Only the air that we 



breathe equals water for importance, but air is 



generally all around us, all the time. Clean 



drinking water is harder to come by. Wars have 



been fought (and continue to be fought) over 



access to clean water. 



 



Here in the eastern Washington and eastern 



Oregon, we live in a desert. Our communities, 



and our agricultural economy, would not exist 



if not for a steady supply of water from the 



Columbia, Snake and Yakima Rivers. 



 



We are blessed in modern-day America to be 



able to turn most any tap we find and expect 



safe, potable drinking water to erupt from within. 



Sure, sometimes we encounter a "sour" well or 



hear in the news about an occasional bacterial 



outbreak in some city's water supply, but when 



was the last time you thought to yourself as you 



bent over a water-fountain, "Will this make me 



sick?" Science and technology have indeed 



made our lives better and safer. 



 



Other societies are not so blessed. An example 



in the news recently is the country of 



Bangladesh, where it has been found that most 



of the drinking water wells are contaminated with 



small amounts of arsenic. 



Not enough to cause acute arsenic poisoning in 



the short-term, but enough to induce chronic 



arsenicosis over time, with continued ingestion. 



The people of Bangladesh, just like us, must 



drink water every day. Tens of thousands of 



people in Bangladesh are slowly, and painfully, 



dying of chronic arsenicosis because they have 



no choice. They have no other water supply. 



 



Other examples are found in Japan, the 



Philippines, and parts of India where mercury 



has been introduced to the groundwater (and 



food chain)by industrial or mining activity. These 



local populations have no choice but to drink, 



cook and wash from this mercury laden water 



supply. The human toll, generation after 



generation, in birth defects, disease and death, 



is staggering. 



 



Toxic heavy metals are a global concern and we 



have our share here in America as well. Lead is 



known to cause serious developmental 



problems in children as they grow. In the 1960s 



and 1970s, blood lead levels in American 



children were climbing to unacceptable levels. In 



this case, the primary sources of exposure were 



coming from lead-based pigments in household 



paints and from the combustion of leaded 



gasoline. Both of these practices have been 



phased out and children's blood lead levels have 



dropped precipitously in recent years; a clear 



victory. The downside of this is that we burned 



huge quantities of leaded gas in this country and 



that lead was widely dispersed throughout the 



environment. It is slowly, but surely, creeping 



into the country's water supply. 



 



Another environmentally problematic metal here 



in the States is chromium. The hexavalent state 



(chromic acid or chromate) is commonly used in 



the electroplating industry to chrome plate 



everything from car bumpers to rifle barrels. 



Unfortunately, this oxidized form of chromium is 



the most readily absorbed by the body and also 



the most toxic. 



 



Not all toxic metals are introduced into the 



environment by human activity, some occur 



there naturally (like the arsenic in Bangladesh). 



Selenate (an oxidized form of selenium) is 



common to the geology of central California. As 



a result of the agricultural development of the 



region, heavy irrigation has caused significant 



amounts of selenate to be extracted from the 



soils and mobilized in the run-off from these 



fields. This water-borne selenate has 



accumulated in the wetlands of central 



California, causing massive die-offs in the local 



fish populations, as well as to the migratory 



waterfowl that find "shelter"in these poisonous 



swamps. 



 











How can we deal with these toxic metals in our 



drinking water? Ideally, we would make some 



kind of filter matrix that we could filter our water 



supply through to selectively remove all of the 



toxic heavy metals, leaving only clear, clean 



water. Many different filters and sorbent 



materials are available today (look at the 



booming business in household water filters). 



These vary from simple fiber filters to remove 



sediments, to ceramic oxides to remove rust and 



other metal salts, to activated carbon to remove 



organic solvents. While these filters are usually 



modestly effective at achieving their desired 



goals, there are some inherent limitations due to 



the materials chosen for their construction. First 



off, these are usually low surface area materials. 



Since the goal is to bind a toxic metal to the 



surface of the sorbent, the more surface area it 



has, the more metal it can bind. Secondly, these 



filters use materials that usually just physisorb 



the problematic species to the surface instead of 



binding it fast with covalent chemical bonds 



(think of it this way, a child's muddy hand-print is 



physisorbed to the wall and can be wiped off 



with a wet sponge, the enamel that coats the 



wall is bound to the wall and is not removed so 



easily). A stronger bond is desirable to prevent 



the toxic metal from leaching off the sorbent 



matrix and into tomorrow's glass of water. 



Thirdly, these materials are non-specific and can 



remove things like calcium, magnesium and zinc 



that pose no health risk at all, and are in fact 



beneficial nutrients. Thus, a significant portion 



of their already limited capacity is wasted 



removing common materials that we don't need, 



or even want, to remove. 



 



At Pacific Northwest National Laboratory 



(PNNL), we are focused on solving these 



problems. In 1992, a novel ceramic morphology 



was reported by researchers from Mobil. They 



called these new materials "mesoporous 



ceramics" since the pore diameter was "in 



between" that known for macroporous ceramics 



(e.g. the multi-micron sized pores of glass frits) 



and microporous ceramics (e.g. the 5-10 



Angstrom sized pores of zeolites). To envision 



what mesoporous ceramic look like, think of a 



glass honeycomb in which the holes in the 



honeycomb are very uniform and are only 60 



Angstroms across (roughly twice the width 



of a double-helix strand of DNA), and the walls 



are only 10 Angstrom thick (about the size of a 



"typical" amino acid molecule). These parallel, 



open-ended pores result in a material that has 



extremely high surface area, all of which is 



accessible to solution-borne heavy metals. 



 



There has been an on-going research effort at 



PNNL in the area of mesoporous ceramics 



which has been spear-headed by the gifted 



intellect of my co-worker Dr. Jun Liu. In this 



work, a detailed understanding of the roles 



ceramic composition and pore diameter play 



in the surface chemistry and properties of these 



materials has been obtained. In the Materials 



Synthesis Group, we have also had a long-



standing research effort in the area of self-



assembled monolayers, in which we have 



studied the chemistry of special classes of 



molecules that coat surfaces in ordered, uniform 



layers, a single molecule thick. Self-assembled 



monolayers have proven to be powerful tools for 



the synthetic chemist in the manipulation of 



interfacial chemistry. By joining these two 



efforts, PNNL has created a novel, and powerful, 



class of hybrid materials -- Self-Assembled 



Monolayers on Mesoporous Supports 



(SAMMS™). 



 



The beauty of these materials is that we can 



take a single foundation (in this case, 



mesoporous silica, SiO2) and by coating it with 



different "flavors" of monolayers we can dictate 



the chemical properties of the final, high surface-



area SAMMS™. For example, by installing a 



thiol-terminated monolayer on mesoporous 



silica, a sorbent material is created that has an 



extremely high affinity for binding mercury, and 



in fact is significantly faster and more 



efficient than any other method for scavenging 



this highly toxic heavy metal. A mercury 



concentration of 10,000 ppb constitutes a severe 



environmental threat. Treatment of this 10,000 



ppb solution of mercury with the existing state-



of-the-art technology will eventually reduce the 



mercury concentration to 1,000 ppb over the 



course of 8 hours. A single treatment with thiol-











SAMMS™ will reduce the mercury concentration 



to less than 1 ppb in under 10 minutes. This is 



very powerful stuff. 



 



Not surprisingly, thiol-SAMMS™ have also 



demonstrated an affinity forbinding other "soft" 



heavy metals as well. Included in this list are 



other "bad actors" like lead and cadmium (a 



toxic component of "nicad" batteries), as well as 



gold, silver and copper. 



 



Anions like arsenate, chromate and selenate 



form a significant environmental problem. 



Existing anion-exchange methods don't work 



very well. A superior method for sequestering 



these anions is to incorporate cationic metal 



complexes into the SAMMS™ superstructure. 



This also provides a very subtle way of using the 



stereochemistry of the metal complex as a 



template to attract certain anions based on their 



shape and to selectively remove only those of 



environmental concern (such arsenate and 



chromate). Thus, by installing a specific copper 



complex in the pores of SAMMS™, we have 



shown that it is possible to remove more than 



99% of either chromate or arsenate, even in the 



presence of competing tetrahedral anions like 



sulfate. This technology can save lives today. 



 



As a result of 40 years of weapons-grade 



plutonium production at Hanford, there are trace 



levels of various long-lived actinide isotopes 



(plutonium, americium, etc.) in the Hanford tank 



wastes. These need to be carefully analyzed 



and have all of the issues associated with their 



chemistry and radiolytic decay fully understood 



so responsible decisions can be made regarding 



the long-term storage of the waste. These 



actinides are present at very low levels, making 



accurate analysis difficult. We are currently 



evaluating several different SAMMS™ for their 



abilities to selectively bind actinides in order to 



increase both the speed and accuracy of these 



analyses. 



 



These are but a few of the many significant 



environmental problems that we are faced with 



today. However, because these all have a 



common theme, it is possible that they can all be 



solved with a single solution. By creating 



SAMMS™, we hope to help industry operate 



more cleanly and efficiently, we hope to help 



clean up existing problems arising from toxic 



metals in the environment and we hope to make 



drinking water cleaner and safe from future 



contamination. To achieve this vision, however, 



a broad range of technical and business issues 



need to be addressed, such as how the 



SAMMS™ will be deployed in the field, the 



range of acceptable conditions for use, cost-



effective manufacturing, and marketing, sales 



and distribution of the materials. 



Realization of our vision will come only when 



each of these obstacles are overcome. Each 



day brings new challenges for our multi-faceted 



team of scientists, engineers, lawyers and 



business leaders! 



 



The next time you go to pour yourself a glass of 



water, stop and think for a moment about how 



valuable that water really is. Cheers! 



 



Dr. Fryxell is a Senior Research Scientist in the 



Materials Synthesis Group at Pacific Northwest 



National Laboratory. His research focuses on 



surface chemistry, molecular self-assembly and 



organic synthesis. 













 



 

















From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FOIA Response Part 1a: Outlook Email PDFs
Date: Tuesday, August 27, 2013 1:26:55 PM
Attachments: 2013_0826 Outlook Release in Full.pdf


2013_0826 Outlook Redacted Release.pdf
2013_0823 Outlook Redacted Release and Attachments Withheld_Exemption 5.pdf


Hi Ann – do you want to look at this before I send to Tamara?


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files Released 
in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FOIA letter draft
Date: Wednesday, August 28, 2013 10:19:08 AM
Attachments: 2013_0826 Goldwater Response Letter.docx


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Attachment converted to PDF and delete from here. See Partial 
Release folder
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From: Heller, Zoe
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: FOIA on NGS
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 3:29:22 PM
Attachments: Fw Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation.msg


RE NGS Status update and talking points.msg


Anita,


Attached are my two emails.


Thanks,
Zoe


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All 
Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:36:42 PM


 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:26 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
  Sorry, I had not read this and did not understand you were asking me to have someone
 search Lea’s files.  That will be an incredibly difficult task.  I have no idea how one searches
 another’s electronic files but will inquire.  As to paper files it will take hours for someone to
 even inventory her office.  I suggest we get some kind of extension to cover her?
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High
 
Hello all,
 
The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


·         the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
·         the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working
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 Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3. You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


ð        For emails in Outlook
1. Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –


not responsive
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 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox
2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


 the quotation marks as indicated below):
a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
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OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Schneeberg, Sara
To: Schmidt, Lorie; Mallon, Tim
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:28:00 PM


   As you see there is a FOIA that come in while I was out and was in fact due today.  I will do
 my own search tomorrow but this asks us to have someone search Lea’s files.  Tim can you
 advise us how to search Lea’s electronic files?  Lorie I anticipate it will take an extraordinary
 effort to go through Lea’s office and find relevant files.  Do you have any suggestions on how
 we get an extension to allow us to do that?


Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


 Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,


not responsive
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 following the instructions provided below:
 
ð       After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how


 many hours you spent to complete your search).
ð       Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone


 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.
 
ð       For emails in Lotus Notes


1.      Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have
 already done this for other purposes)


2.      Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.      “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.      “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.       NGS repower
g.      NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.       “NGS transition”


2.      After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.      You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð       For emails in Outlook


1.      Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.      Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.      “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.      “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.       NGS repower
g.      NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.       “NGS transition”


3.      Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
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 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
ð       For Electronic Files


1.      Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.      “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.      “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.       NGS repower
g.      NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.       “NGS transition”


2.      Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð       For Paper Files


1.      Search your paper files
2.      Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
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Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: Rios, Gerardo
Cc: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 10:11:12 AM


Hi Gerardo,


I believe you don’t have anything responsive to this FOIA, but because you were listed specifically in
 the FOIA request, please confirm.


Thank you!


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 9:58 AM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


not responsive
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·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3. You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


ð        For emails in Outlook
1. Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –


this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement



mailto:r9_airplanning@epa.gov

notes://epamailr812/87257A08004EDA7F





f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
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Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:48:13 PM


 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:48 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
   Anita – I just checked with my manager and she agrees that we would more than use up the
 allotted funds ourselves if we had to go through all of Lea’s stuff to find this.  If she were here
 it would likely take her no more time than anyone else, but for us to do it we would literally
 have to read every piece of paper in her office to be sure we didn’t miss anything.  So we
 suggest that you inform the requestor that we have an employee on extended sick leave, that
 in most likelihood her documents would be duplicative of others that will be produced, but
 that in her absence it would take much more money than allocated to search for her
 documents by someone not familiar with her files.  So we would request an extension of the
 deadline into late September when she will be returning to work for the search of her files.  I
 can be in on any conversation with the requester if you wish.  I will likely have very few
 electronic files and no paper files of my own but I will do my search tomorrow.  Please feel
 free to call if you wish to discuss.  Thanks.
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 5:26 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
  Sorry, I had not read this and did not understand you were asking me to have someone
 search Lea’s files.  That will be an incredibly difficult task.  I have no idea how one searches
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 another’s electronic files but will inquire.  As to paper files it will take hours for someone to
 even inventory her office.  I suggest we get some kind of extension to cover her?


Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes


not responsive







1.       Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have
 already done this for other purposes)


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
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d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
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Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Lyons, Ann
To: Spiegelman, Nina
Subject: FW: Update on NGS FOIA --- this is the other FOIA.
Date: Thursday, July 18, 2013 3:47:54 PM


Anita sent this to Sara.
 
Also, we just got another NGS FOIA.  The new one is from the AZ Attorney General.
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Wednesday, July 17, 2013 10:05 AM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang, Phil; Anderson, Lea;
 Schneeberg, Sara; Heller, Zoe; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar;
 Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN, JOHN; Machol, Ben; Blumenfeld, Jared; Ryerson.Teddy; Bohning, Scott
Cc: Lakin, Matt; Wilder, Ceciley
Subject: Update on NGS FOIA
 
Hello all,
 
Ann called the FOIA requestor. He is out of the office this week.
 
Because the FOIA letter requests notification of costs in excess of $200, we do not plan to start the
 records search until we talk with the requestor.
 
At this time, please do not start your search for potentially responsive documents. Hopefully, Ann
 or I can provide information/instructions next week.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
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From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, July 11, 2013 3:08 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang, Phil; Anderson, Lea;
 Schneeberg, Sara; Heller, Zoe; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar;
 Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN, JOHN; Machol, Ben; Blumenfeld, Jared; Ryerson.Teddy; Bohning, Scott
Cc: Rios, Gerardo; Lo, Doris; Lakin, Matt
Subject: FYI: FOIA on NGS


Hello everyone,


This email is just an FYI to let you know that we received a FOIA from the Goldwater
 Institute (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station (NGS), requesting all documents,
 dated between August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


At this time, please do not start searching for responsive documents (see below).


** Note that the FOIA does not request documents related to our BART determination for
 NGS. **


We expect that many individuals at Region 9, OAQPS, OGC, and OAR will need to search for
 responsive documents. I am including the list of all individuals we believe may have
 responsive documents. Please review the list and let me know if anyone else should be on the
 list.


Ann and I are working with Tamara Saltman (OAR) and possibly others at HQ to figure out
 the best way to search for documents. We also plan to contact the requestor (the Goldwater
 Institute) next week to discuss issues related to FOIA fees, etc. The FOIA is due August 6.
 We plan to request an extension.


At this time, please do not start searching for responsive documents. We plan to provide
 detailed information later next week regarding specific search terms we should all use,
 instructions for dealing with documents in different formats (e.g., paper, electronic files,
 Outlook email files, Lotus Notes email files), and whether we should be estimating costs
 before we begin searching.


For Lotus Notes emails, I have a database for collecting emails (individuals can cut and paste
 emails into the NGS FOIA folder in the database). Please let me know if you are not able to
 access this database. I believe OAR will be using a separate database for their email
 collection.


Redaction: Non-responsive
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We will need to figure out how best to deal with emails in Outlook. (Likely forward them in
 bulk to the LN Database’s email address?)
 
Please continue to preserve all documents related to NGS. As you know, we are still
 under a litigation hold for an unreasonable delay lawsuit for NGS.
 
List of Individuals with Potentially Responsive Documents:
 
OAR:
Janet McCabe
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Lea Anderson
 
Region 9:
Jared Blumenfeld
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns! Thank you!
 
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 


 












From: Lee, Anita
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang, Phil; Anderson, Lea; Schneeberg,


 Sara; Heller, Zoe; Jordan, Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Saracino, Ray;
 MIKULIN, JOHN; Machol, Ben; Blumenfeld, Jared; Ryerson.Teddy; Bohning, Scott


Cc: Rios, Gerardo; Lo, Doris; Lakin, Matt
Subject: FYI: FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, July 11, 2013 3:08:26 PM
Attachments: EPA-R9-2013-008006.pdf


Hello everyone,


This email is just an FYI to let you know that we received a FOIA from the Goldwater
 Institute (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station (NGS), requesting all documents,
 dated between August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


At this time, please do not start searching for responsive documents (see below).


** Note that the FOIA does not request documents related to our BART determination for
 NGS. **


 
 


We expect that many individuals at Region 9, OAQPS, OGC, and OAR will need to search for
 responsive documents. I am including the list of all individuals we believe may have
 responsive documents. Please review the list and let me know if anyone else should be on the
 list.


Ann and I are working with Tamara Saltman (OAR) and possibly others at HQ to figure out
 the best way to search for documents. We also plan to contact the requestor (the Goldwater
 Institute) next week to discuss issues related to FOIA fees, etc. The FOIA is due August 6.
 We plan to request an extension.


At this time, please do not start searching for responsive documents. We plan to provide
 detailed information later next week regarding specific search terms we should all use,
 instructions for dealing with documents in different formats (e.g., paper, electronic files,
 Outlook email files, Lotus Notes email files), and whether we should be estimating costs
 before we begin searching.


For Lotus Notes emails, I have a database for collecting emails (individuals can cut and paste
 emails into the NGS FOIA folder in the database). Please let me know if you are not able to
 access this database. I believe OAR will be using a separate database for their email
 collection.


Release attachment in full


Redaction:  Non-responsive
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We will need to figure out how best to deal with emails in Outlook. (Likely forward them in
 bulk to the LN Database’s email address?)
 
Please continue to preserve all documents related to NGS. As you know, we are still
 under a litigation hold for an unreasonable delay lawsuit for NGS.
 
List of Individuals with Potentially Responsive Documents:
 
OAR:
Janet McCabe
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Lea Anderson
 
Region 9:
Jared Blumenfeld
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns! Thank you!
 
Anita
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 


 












From: Belin, Letty
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, September 06, 2013 8:16:28 PM
Attachments: 3-agency meeting summary 02122013.docx


NREL Phase 2 Draft Scope Elements 2013-02-27.docx
Process Team notes - 02-26-2013.doc
March 1 notes via email.docx


Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming week
 at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office.  
 


As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.
Letty


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week or
 two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara didn't
 say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the TWG
 somehow.


She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA
 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I have
 pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was being
 redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure you
 were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in what
 EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled 
"All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"


Redacted:  PII
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cell


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


Redacted:  PII












From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Lee, Anita
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 11:55:00 AM
Attachments: FYI FOIA on NGS.msg


FW Dine Care Near Final Brief.msg
FINAL Declaration.msg
Re summary of NGS discussion.msg
RE summary of NGS discussion.msg
summary of NGS discussion.msg
Re National Tribal Forum at Fort McDowell - Tuesday April 30th.msg
Re National Tribal Forum at Fort McDowell - Tuesday April 30th.msg
Re National Tribal Forum at Fort McDowell - Tuesday April 30th.msg
Re National Tribal Forum at Fort McDowell - Tuesday April 30th.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA".
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From: McKaughan, Colleen
To: Lee, Anita
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 4:45:00 PM
Attachments: RE Navajo Generating Station - TWG.msg


FW Navajo Generating Station - TWG.msg
Fw Arizona Republic Article on NGS.msg
RE Arizona Republic Article on NGS.msg
Re Arizona Republic Article on NGS.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 3:41:28 PM
Attachments: FW additional paragraph for email to members of the public re 3 agency NGS group.msg


RE Dine Care Near Final Brief.msg
Re Region 9 final comments.msg
FW Dine Care Near Final Brief.msg
RE Dine Care Near Final Brief.msg
RE FINAL Declaration.msg
Final Declaration.msg
RE Dine Care.msg
FINAL Declaration.msg
RE Dine Care.msg
Dine Care Final Declaration.msg
RE Dine Care Final Colleen McKaughan Declaration.msg
Dine Care Final Colleen McKaughan Declaration.msg
Latest versions of documents.msg
Draft Cross Motion for Summary Judgment and Declaration of Colleen Mckaughan.msg
My edits to the motion.msg
RE Dine Care Cross Motion for Summary JudgmentMcKaughan Declaration.msg
RE Dine Care Cross Motion for Summary JudgmentMcKaughan Declaration.msg
RE Dine Care Cross Motion for Summary JudgmentMcKaughan Declaration.msg
RE quick turn around for Gina confirmation QfRs.msg
RE Region 9 comments on revised clean declaration.msg
RE declaration.msg
declaration.msg
RE revised declaration.msg
revised declaration.msg
FW Dine Care Cross Motion for Summary Judgment.msg
RE Dine Care Cross Motion for Summary Judgment.msg
RE Comments on your declaration.msg
RE Draft Cross Motion.msg
RE Dine Care Cross Motion for Summary Judgment.msg
RE A few minor comments on NGS cross motion.msg
A few minor comments on NGS cross motion.msg
Dine Care Cross Motion for Summary Judgment.msg
RE Draft Declaration.msg
Revised declaration.msg
NGS Draft Declaration.msg
Draft declaration and chart for unreasonable delay summary judgment motion.msg
made some changes to your additions.msg
Comments on Declaration.msg
re-sending timeline file.msg
Draft Declaration in Unreasonable Delay Case.msg
oops.msg
Draft Declaration for Colleen.msg
RE timeline for NGS.msg
timeline for NGS.msg
Time Line on NGS unreasonable delay action.msg
RE 312-cv-03987-JSW DINE CARE et al v. UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY et al Motion
 for Summary Judgment.msg
RE Notes from 3-Agency Workgroup and Sub-teams.msg
RE Notes from 3-Agency Workgroup and Sub-teams.msg
Notes from 3-Agency Workgroup and Sub-teams.msg
FW NGS Status update and talking points.msg
draft talking points .msg
RE summary of NGS discussion.msg
Discussion of NGS and 3-Agency Process.msg
Re Fw Red Folder AX-13-000-1338.msg
Fw Red Folder AX-13-000-1338.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled 
"All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 3:38:45 PM
Attachments: RE Update on NGS FOIAs.msg


revised cost est.msg
Update on NGS FOIA.msg
FYI FOIA on NGS.msg
draft email FOIA FYI.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled 
"All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lyons, Ann
To: Lee, Anita
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 3:36:56 PM
Attachments: DOI NGS Press Release.msg


RE NGS - Proposal addresses pollution at Navajo coal plant.msg
RE Technical Work Group Agreement and Proposed BART Alternative.msg
RE Update on NGS FOIAs.msg
RE PLEASE READ NGS article.msg
Re PLEASE READ NGS article.msg
RE PLEASE READ NGS article .msg
Re PLEASE READ NGS article.msg
RE PLEASE READ NGS article .msg
FW additional paragraph for email to members of the public re 3 agency NGS group.msg
FW Response to President Shelly Request for NGS Consultation.msg
For Review draft memo .msg
Desk Statement for Friday.msg
FW Desk Statement.msg
RE Desk Statement.msg
Update on NGS FOIA.msg
Desk Statement.msg
Desk Statement that you requested.msg
FYI FOIA on NGS.msg
draft email FOIA FYI.msg
RE SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station.msg
FW SRP Request for Delay on Navajo Generating Station.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All 
Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Jordan, Deborah
To: Lee, Anita
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 11:58:00 AM
Attachments: ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg


NGS-TWG meeting agenda.msg
RE Navajo Generating Station - TWG.msg
FW Navajo Generating Station - TWG.msg
Fw Arizona Republic Article on NGS.msg
RE Arizona Republic Article on NGS.msg
Re Arizona Republic Article on NGS.msg
Re Navajo Generating Station - TWG.msg
RE Navajo Generating Station - TWG.msg
Navajo Generating Station - TWG.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: MIKULIN, JOHN
To: Lee, Anita
Cc: Machol, Ben; Saracino, Ray
Subject: NGS FOIA - Mikulin Outlook Messages & Files
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 3:04:57 PM
Attachments: NGS TSD and other info.msg


Re NREL NGS Clean Energy Alternatives - Ideas for Phase 2 Report.msg
NREL NGS Clean Energy Alternatives - Ideas for Phase 2 Report.msg
NREL NGS Clean Energy Alternatives - Ideas for Phase 2 Report.msg
RE Update on NGS FOIAs.msg
RE Update on NGS FOIAs.msg
RE Update on NGS FOIAs.msg
ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg
feedback from check-in with Debbie.msg
RE Discussion of NGS and 3-Agency Process.msg
RE Discussion of NGS and 3-Agency Process.msg
RE Discussion of NGS and 3-Agency Process.msg
DOI-DOE-EPA_NGS Statement_1-4-13.pdf
NREL_NGS Air & Visibility - Phase 1_3-2012.pdf
NREL_NGS Clean Energy - Phase 1_6-2012.pdf
USEPA_NGS Fact Sheet_1-17-13.pdf
USEPA_NGS PR_1-18-13.pdf


Anita:


Per your request, see attached for all my Outlook messages and electronic files
 regarding NGS. My Lotus Notes messages have been copied to the relevant
 folder in the R9 Air Planning Account, and I have no paper files for NGS
 related issues.


Overall the Lotus Notes, Outlook and electronic file searches took me 2 hours.


Good luck compiling all the submitted information for the NGS FOIA request.
 Please let me know if you have any questions regarding the information that I
 have submitted.


Sincerely,
_______________________________________


John A. Mikulin, Jr.


Environmental Protection Specialist
Clean Energy & Climate Change Office - Air Division
United States Environmental Protection Agency, Region 9
75 Hawthorne Street, AIR-9
San Francisco, CA 94105
Phone: (415) 972-3956
Fax: (415) 947-3583
Email: mikulin.john@epa.gov
LinkedIn: http://www.linkedin.com/in/johnmikulin


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder 
titled "All Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Saracino, Ray
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Navajo Goldwater FOIA (done with Outlook now)
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 4:25:02 PM
Attachments: feedback from check-in with Debbie.msg


FW July 2013 Update from the Joint Federal Navajo Generating Station Working Group.msg
July 2013 Update from the Joint Federal Navajo Generating Station Working Group.msg
NGS Joint Working Group and Teams - calendar information and website.msg
Re Joint Federal Agency Working Group - NREL Phase 2 Sub-team Meeting Agenda.msg
RE Notes from 3-Agency Workgroup and Sub-teams.msg
Notes from 3-Agency Workgroup and Sub-teams.msg
RE EPA participation on NREL Study or Process subteam.msg
Accepted Invitation 3-agency workgroup - NREL Phase 2 report team @ Wed Feb 27 2013 130pm - 3pm
 (saracino.ray@epa.gov).msg
RE EPA participation on NREL Study or Process subteam.msg
Fw EPA participation on NREL Study or Process subteam.msg
RE Calls on NGS 3-Agency workgroup today and on March 1st.msg
Calls on NGS 3-Agency workgroup today and on March 1st.msg
Accepted Discussion of NGS and 3-Agency Process.msg
Accepted Invitation 3-agency workgroup - NREL Phase 2 report team @ Wed Feb 27 2013 130pm - 3pm
 (saracino.ray@epa.gov).msg
feedback from check-in with Debbie.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files 
Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Saracino, Ray
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Navajo Goldwater FOIA
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 4:25:09 PM
Attachments: NGS FOIA - Mikulin Outlook Messages Files.msg


ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg
NREL NGS Clean Energy Alternatives - Ideas for Phase 2 Report.msg
NGS TSD and other info.msg
Ray"s comments on NREL Phase 2 Sub workgroup Scope.msg
NGS sale...FW LADWP Takes Historic Action Toward Clean Energy Future .msg
ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg
ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg
RE Update on NGS FOIAs.msg
Update on NGS FOIA.msg
FYI FOIA on NGS.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All 
Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Saracino, Ray
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Navajo Goldwater FOIA
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 4:14:27 PM
Attachments: NGS FOIA - Mikulin Outlook Messages Files.msg


ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg
RE Update on NGS FOIAs.msg
Update on NGS FOIA.msg
FYI FOIA on NGS.msg
U.S. EPA Media Advisory FRIDAY Federal Urban Waters Partnership to Announce New Program Locations and
 Partner Agencies.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files 
Released in Goldwater FOIA"



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=1F53A2F48C8F4679B97FEAB16AAE4B65-RSARACIN

mailto:Lee.Anita@epa.gov






From: Saracino, Ray
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Navajo Goldwater FOIA
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 3:45:42 PM
Attachments: NGS FOIA - Mikulin Outlook Messages Files.msg


ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg
FW July 2013 Update from the Joint Federal Navajo Generating Station Working Group.msg
July 2013 Update from the Joint Federal Navajo Generating Station Working Group.msg
Re Joint Federal Agency Working Group - NREL Phase 2 Sub-team Meeting Agenda.msg
NGS FOIA - Mikulin Outlook Messages Files.msg
ACTION by Wed 814 Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS.msg
FW July 2013 Update from the Joint Federal Navajo Generating Station Working Group.msg
July 2013 Update from the Joint Federal Navajo Generating Station Working Group.msg


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All 
Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Saracino, Ray
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: Navajo Goldwater FOIA
Date: Tuesday, August 13, 2013 4:33:00 PM
Attachments: NGS and Air Visibility Regs_Alternatives and Impacts_NREL March 2012.pdf


NGS and Clean Energy Alternatives_ NREL_June 2012.pdf
NGS MultiAgency Conf Call 071913.docx
NGS NREL Phase 2 SubTeam Meeting Notes 022713.docx
NREL Phase 2 Draft Scope Elements 2013-03-06 - ray internal comments.docx
NREL Phase 2 Sub-team agenda and notes 080713.docx
7-25-2013 NGS TWG Agreement FINAL_Executed (1) ray highlights.pdf


I will follow-up shortly with any paper notes and my total time spent.


Ray Saracino, Industry Clean Energy Lead  |  Clean Energy and Climate Change Office
USEPA Region 9 (AIR-9)  |  75 Hawthorne Street  |  San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3361  |  saracino.ray@epa.gov  |  www.epa.gov/region9/climatechange


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files Released in 
Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: Outlook FOIAs
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 1:19:43 PM
Attachments: 2013_0823 Outlook Redacted Release and Attachments Withheld_Exemption 5.pdf


2013_0826 Outlook Redacted Release.pdf
2013_0826 Outlook Release in Full.pdf


Not sure if this round 2 or 3, but here are the outlook files for your review:


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All 
Files Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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From: Lee, Anita
To: Schneeberg, Sara
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 16, 2013 1:10:07 PM


Thanks very much Sara.  I agree that the path forward for Lea’s search that you and Ann outlined
 sounds totally reasonable. Thanks again and have a good weekend.
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Friday, August 16, 2013 1:03 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
   Hi Anita – I just completed my own search and did not have any responsive documents that
 met your search criteria and dates that were not on the exclude list.  I spent less than an hour
 on the search.  I understand from Ann that you will be seeking an extension for Lea to do her
 search when she gets back, currently anticipated to be by October.  Please let me know if you
 need anything else from me.  Thanks and sorry about the delay for Lea’s search but it seem
 the only reasonable thing in light of the time and therefore money it would take us to do it for
 her v. what it will take her once she gets back.
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High
 
Hello all,
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The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


not responsive



mailto:r9_airplanning@epa.gov
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3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
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OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Critchfield, James
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 10:30:37 AM
Attachments: RE Navajo Generating Station.msg


Fw Navajo Generating Station.msg
RE Navajo Generating Station.msg


Hi Anita,


Although I was asked by my management this past March to provide technical support as it relates
 to the Joint Federal Agency Working Group, I was never actually involved in any meeting or thread
 of communication on this topic other than my manager’s email asking me to coordinate through
 Elyse Steiner.  It is my understanding that Elyse Steiner reached out to Tamara Saltman and possibly
 Colleen McKaughan directly, and then told me over the phone that we needed to sit tight until our
 OAR colleagues identified a need for technical support through the workgroup.  Elyse later also told
 me that she would contact me once she learned more from the primary OAR staff on this topic.  I
 have not heard anything since.


Attached are the only three emails that are relevant to this topic.  Please advise if you require
 anything further from me.


Thanks,


James


James Critchfield
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
-------------------------------------------------------
Phone: 202-343-9442
Email: critchfield.james@epa.gov


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files 
Released in Goldwater FOIA"
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The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


not responsive
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3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
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OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Harris-Bishop, Rusty
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 10:16:19 AM


Thanks Anita . . . I’m sure I don’t have anything related to this, since all my dealings with this were
 media related inquiries.


Rusty


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 9:58 AM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


not responsive
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ð        For emails in Lotus Notes


1.       Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have
 already done this for other purposes)


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
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b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
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 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Rios, Gerardo
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 5:43:00 PM


Hi Anita,
 
Sorry I didn’t get to this earlier.  I did my search and found no documents within the specified
 timeframes after conducting searchers per the instructions for both Lotus Notes and Outlook.
 
Have a great weekend.
 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 8:43 AM
To: Rios, Gerardo
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
This Wednesday 8/14.
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Rios, Gerardo 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 8:18 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
Btn August 2012 and 2013 you are probably right.  I didn’t realize I was part of this FOIA. 
 By when do you need a response.  I would need to do searches to confirm.
 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 10:11 AM
To: Rios, Gerardo
Cc: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High
 
Hi Gerardo,
 
I believe you don’t have anything responsive to this FOIA, but because you were listed specifically in
 the FOIA request, please confirm.
 
Thank you!



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=CDA1A987055E4EC7933A421B0783923C-GRIOS

mailto:Lee.Anita@epa.gov





Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 9:58 AM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


not responsive







ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1.       Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


 already done this for other purposes)
2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


 the quotation marks as indicated below):
a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
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c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
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 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Lyons, Ann
To: Schneeberg, Sara
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 3:27:14 PM


So sorry there is so much straw on your back.  Hope you get through tomorrow and can have a good
 weekend.


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 3:26 PM
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita; Marks, Matthew
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


  Thanks Ann – I didn’t realize Matt had someone starting on the electronic files already.  If
 that is under control and you can get an extension for the paper files that should cover it.  I
 will likely have little myself and can do my search tomorrow.  Sorry if I overreacted but it was
 just the straw that broke my back today!


Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 5:54 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Schneeberg, Sara; Marks, Matthew
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


Sara -  Anita asked me to get back to you about this FOIA.   I already spoke to Matt about it.  He has
 started having someone in some office start the search of Lea’s emails in her Outlook account.   I
 gather they were also planning to look into searching her Lotus Notes archived emails.


I propose that our cover letter explains that we have not conducted a search on Lea’s paper files due
 to her absence.  We can also say with pretty good confidence that her paper files are unlikely to
 contain any responsive documents that are not covered in the email search.   if that is not
 acceptable we will ask for a 6 months extension for searching her paper files.  


Right now, we have indicated that we will provide our response on September 6th.  So we will start
 to review the emails next week.  I think Tamara is starting to review the OAR emails next week also.
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I am out of the office tomorrow (my extra furlough hours) but should be around next week if you
 want to talk.


Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:26 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


  Sorry, I had not read this and did not understand you were asking me to have someone
 search Lea’s files.  That will be an incredibly difficult task.  I have no idea how one searches
 another’s electronic files but will inquire.  As to paper files it will take hours for someone to
 even inventory her office.  I suggest we get some kind of extension to cover her?


Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
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 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch


not responsive







h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files



mailto:r9_airplanning@epa.gov

notes://epamailr812/87257A08004EDA7F

mailto:lee.anita@epa.gov

mailto:lee.anita@epa.gov





2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine
 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
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San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Schneeberg, Sara
To: Lyons, Ann; Lee, Anita; Marks, Matthew
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 3:25:00 PM


  Thanks Ann – I didn’t realize Matt had someone starting on the electronic files already.  If
 that is under control and you can get an extension for the paper files that should cover it.  I
 will likely have little myself and can do my search tomorrow.  Sorry if I overreacted but it was
 just the straw that broke my back today!
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 5:54 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Schneeberg, Sara; Marks, Matthew
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
Sara -  Anita asked me to get back to you about this FOIA.   I already spoke to Matt about it.  He has
 started having someone in some office start the search of Lea’s emails in her Outlook account.   I
 gather they were also planning to look into searching her Lotus Notes archived emails.
 
I propose that our cover letter explains that we have not conducted a search on Lea’s paper files due
 to her absence.  We can also say with pretty good confidence that her paper files are unlikely to
 contain any responsive documents that are not covered in the email search.   if that is not
 acceptable we will ask for a 6 months extension for searching her paper files.  
 


Right now, we have indicated that we will provide our response on September 6th.  So we will start
 to review the emails next week.  I think Tamara is starting to review the OAR emails next week also.
 
I am out of the office tomorrow (my extra furlough hours) but should be around next week if you
 want to talk.
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:37 PM
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
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Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:26 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
  Sorry, I had not read this and did not understand you were asking me to have someone
 search Lea’s files.  That will be an incredibly difficult task.  I have no idea how one searches
 another’s electronic files but will inquire.  As to paper files it will take hours for someone to
 even inventory her office.  I suggest we get some kind of extension to cover her?
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High
 
Hello all,
 
The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


·       the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
·       the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


 Group),
·       and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


 







We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð       After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð       Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð       For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3. You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


ð       For emails in Outlook
1. Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –


this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):


not responsive
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a.      “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.      “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.       NGS repower
g.      NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.       “NGS transition”


3.      Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð       For Electronic Files


1.      Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.      “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.      “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.       NGS repower
g.      NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.       “NGS transition”


2.      Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð       For Paper Files


1.      Search your paper files
2.      Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
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OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:56:25 PM


Thanks Ann!
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Lyons, Ann 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:56 PM
To: Lee, Anita; Schneeberg, Sara
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
Sara – guess our emails crossed but it sounds like we are in agreement.  Let’s talk next week if
 needed.
 
Ann Lyons
Office of Regional Counsel
U.S.E.P.A.
75 Hawthorne Steet
San Francisco, CA  94107
415-972-3883
lyons.ann@epa.gov
 


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:48 PM
To: Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
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From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 2:48 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
   Anita – I just checked with my manager and she agrees that we would more than use up the
 allotted funds ourselves if we had to go through all of Lea’s stuff to find this.  If she were here
 it would likely take her no more time than anyone else, but for us to do it we would literally
 have to read every piece of paper in her office to be sure we didn’t miss anything.  So we
 suggest that you inform the requestor that we have an employee on extended sick leave, that
 in most likelihood her documents would be duplicative of others that will be produced, but
 that in her absence it would take much more money than allocated to search for her
 documents by someone not familiar with her files.  So we would request an extension of the
 deadline into late September when she will be returning to work for the search of her files.  I
 can be in on any conversation with the requester if you wish.  I will likely have very few
 electronic files and no paper files of my own but I will do my search tomorrow.  Please feel
 free to call if you wish to discuss.  Thanks.
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 5:26 PM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
  Sorry, I had not read this and did not understand you were asking me to have someone
 search Lea’s files.  That will be an incredibly difficult task.  I have no idea how one searches
 another’s electronic files but will inquire.  As to paper files it will take hours for someone to
 even inventory her office.  I suggest we get some kind of extension to cover her?
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent







Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,


not responsive







 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
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I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 







 
 












From: Lee, Anita
To: Schneeberg, Sara
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Thursday, August 15, 2013 9:37:07 AM


Thank you!
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 8:28 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
   Sorry, I have been on leave and just back, will try to do this by COB tomorrow.
 
Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High
 
Hello all,
 
The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


·         the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
·         the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


 Group),
·         and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.
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We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3. You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


ð        For emails in Outlook
1. Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –


this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):


not responsive
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a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
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OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Rios, Gerardo
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, August 12, 2013 9:05:38 AM


ok
 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 8:43 AM
To: Rios, Gerardo
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
This Wednesday 8/14.
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 


From: Rios, Gerardo 
Sent: Monday, August 12, 2013 8:18 AM
To: Lee, Anita
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
 
Btn August 2012 and 2013 you are probably right.  I didn’t realize I was part of this FOIA. 
 By when do you need a response.  I would need to do searches to confirm.
 
From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 10:11 AM
To: Rios, Gerardo
Cc: Lee, Anita; Lyons, Ann
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High
 
Hi Gerardo,
 
I believe you don’t have anything responsive to this FOIA, but because you were listed specifically in
 the FOIA request, please confirm.
 
Thank you!


Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
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San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 9:58 AM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


not responsive







 the quotation marks as indicated below):
a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
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g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
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Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Weinstock, Larry
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 11:58:00 AM


From: Weinstock, Larry 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 2:57 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


From: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 2:57 PM
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Weinstock, Larry
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


 
 


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 2:17 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy
Cc: Weinstock, Larry
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


I forgot to mention that we asked if the other two federal agencies - DOI and DOE - involved in the
 Joint Federal Agency Working Group (and the ones that were actually involved in the Salt River
 Project Stakeholder Group, unlike us) have received similar requests and the answer was no. But
 those agencies may figure in documents we do end up releasing in response and if so we may need
 to give them a courtesy heads up.


From: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:55 PM
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Weinstock, Larry; Dollison, Lawrence A.
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Tamara – Let’s talk about this FOIA.  
 
 
 
 


Larry D – Please do NOT conduct this search for Janet quite yet.  Tamara and I should talk at least
 briefly first.


exemption 5: deliberative process


Redaction:  Non-responsive


Redaction: Non-responsive


Redaction: Non-responsive
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From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”


not responsive







d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
 2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.       You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
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 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
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Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Weinstock, Larry
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Friday, August 09, 2013 11:56:37 AM


 
 


From: Saltman, Tamara 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 2:17 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy
Cc: Weinstock, Larry
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


I forgot to mention that we asked if the other two federal agencies - DOI and DOE - involved in the
 Joint Federal Agency Working Group (and the ones that were actually involved in the Salt River
 Project Stakeholder Group, unlike us) have received similar requests and the answer was no. But
 those agencies may figure in documents we do end up releasing in response and if so we may need
 to give them a courtesy heads up.


From: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 1:55 PM
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Weinstock, Larry; Dollison, Lawrence A.
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Tamara – Let’s talk about this FOIA.  
 
 
 
 


Larry D – Please do NOT conduct this search for Janet quite yet.  Tamara and I should talk at least
 briefly first.


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA


exemption 5: deliberative


Redaction: Non-responsive
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 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð        After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð        Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð        For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into
the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3. You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-


Redaction: Non-responsive
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archived LN)
 
ð        For emails in Outlook


1.       Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.       Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


3.       Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Electronic Files


1.       Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.       “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.       “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.        NGS repower
g.       NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.         “NGS transition”


2.       Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð        For Paper Files


1.       Search your paper files
2.       Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
 
I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
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Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 
 
 












From: Schneeberg, Sara
To: Mallon, Tim; Schmidt, Lorie
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, August 26, 2013 7:55:00 AM


   Not now, the region is going to explain to the requestor that it will be much more expensive
 to search for Lea’s material now and she is expected back next month so they will send rest of
 responses and ask for extension only for Lea’s search.  So stay tuned in case this doesn’t work,
 thanks.


Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


From: Mallon, Tim 
Sent: Monday, August 26, 2013 10:54 AM
To: Schneeberg, Sara; Schmidt, Lorie
Subject: RE: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS


Hi Sara – I’m just back today from extended leave.  Do you still need help with this? - Tim


From: Schneeberg, Sara 
Sent: Thursday, August 15, 2013 5:29 PM
To: Schmidt, Lorie; Mallon, Tim
Subject: FW: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS
Importance: High


   As you see there is a FOIA that come in while I was out and was in fact due today.  I will do
 my own search tomorrow but this asks us to have someone search Lea’s files.  Tim can you
 advise us how to search Lea’s electronic files?  Lorie I anticipate it will take an extraordinary
 effort to go through Lea’s office and find relevant files.  Do you have any suggestions on how
 we get an extension to allow us to do that?


Sara Schneeberg
USEPA Office of General Counsel
Phone: 202/564-5592
Fax: 202/564-5603


From: Lee, Anita 
Sent: Friday, August 09, 2013 12:58 PM
To: Ketcham-Colwill, Nancy; McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara; Critchfield, James; Steiner, Elyse; Lorang,
 Phil; Schneeberg, Sara; Anderson, Lea; Heller, Zoe; Ryerson.Teddy; Blumenfeld, Jared; Jordan,
 Deborah; McKaughan, Colleen; Lyons, Ann; Glosson, Niloufar; Lee, Anita; Saracino, Ray; MIKULIN,
 JOHN; Machol, Ben
Cc: Hawes, Todd; Keating, Martha; Jones, Rhea; Zito, Kelly; Keener, Bill; Harris-Bishop, Rusty; Marks,
 Matthew; Maier, Brent
Subject: ACTION by Wed 8/14: Goldwater Institute FOIA on NGS



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=F9129E9C5CE84823BABCFB3F5AF28C16-SSCHNEEB

mailto:Mallon.Tim@epa.gov

mailto:Schmidt.Lorie@epa.gov





Importance: High


Hello all,


The Goldwater Institute has provided an assurance of payment for up to $1,550 for their FOIA
 request (attached) related to Navajo Generating Station, requesting all documents, dated between
 August 1, 2012 and June 26, 2013, that discusses or relates to:


· the Joint Federal Agency Working Group,
· the Salt River Project Stakeholder Group (also known as the Technical Working


 Group),
· and any consideration to replace, repower, or fuel switch at NGS.


We interpret the FOIA request to exclude documents related to:
·


By Wednesday, August 14, 2013, please search your emails, electronic files, and paper files,
 following the instructions provided below:


ð       After you have completed your search, please email me your actual search time (i.e., how
 many hours you spent to complete your search).


ð       Please note that Lea Anderson may also have potentially responsive documents, so someone
 at OGC (thank you Sara!) will need to search her files in her absence.


ð       For emails in Lotus Notes
1. Please ensure your email box is Indexed (I assume you already know how to do this or have


already done this for other purposes)
2. Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude


the quotation marks as indicated below):
a. “NGS Work Group”
b. “Joint Work Group”
c. “Stakeholder Group”
d. “Technical Work Group”
e. NGS replacement
f. NGS repower
g. NGS fuel switch
h. “3-agency”
i. “NGS transition”


2. After each search, COPY the search results (ensuring the email dates fall within August 12,
2012 and June 26, 2013, and not in the “exclude” list above) from your LN and PASTE into


not responsive







 the “Goldwater NGS FOIA” Folder in the following Lotus Notes Mailbox (the Mailbox is
 linked to the email r9_airplanning@epa.gov).


3.      You do not need to search your LN Archive (August 2012 emails should still be in your non-
archived LN)


 
ð       For emails in Outlook


1.      Go to TOOLS, then INSTANT SEARCH, then SEARCH ALL MAIL ITEMS (or hit Control+Alt+A) –
 this ensures you are not limiting your search to your inbox


2.      Do separate searches using the following terms (please make sure you include or exclude
 the quotation marks as indicated below):


a.      “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.      “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.       NGS repower
g.      NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.       “NGS transition”


3.      Forward (in bulk) all relevant emails (emails within August 12, 2012 and June 26, 2013, and
 not in the “exclude” list above), i.e., in your search results, HIGHLIGHT (click on) all relevant
 emails to select them, and FORWARD them to me (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð       For Electronic Files


1.      Search your relevant hard drives (share drive, computer drive, e.g., C drive, personal LAN
 drive e.g., F drive) for files using the following search terms


a.      “NGS Work Group”
b.      “Joint Work Group”
c.      “Stakeholder Group”
d.      “Technical Work Group”
e.      NGS replacement
f.       NGS repower
g.      NGS fuel switch
h.      “3-agency”
i.       “NGS transition”


2.      Email responsive files to me (preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine to
 accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).


 
ð       For Paper Files


1.      Search your paper files
2.      Scan and email responsive files to me preferably in one email, but separate emails are fine


 to accommodate file size) (lee.anita@epa.gov).
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I have sent this email to the following individuals. Please let me know if I missed anyone who may
 have responsive documents related to this FOIA and if you do not have any responsive documents
 at all.
 
OAR:
Nancy Ketchum-Colwill (for Janet McCabe)
Tamara Saltman
James Critchfield
Elyse Steiner
 
OAQPS:
Phil Lorang
 
OGC:
Sara Schneeberg (for Lea Anderson)
 
Region 9:
Zoe Heller and Teddy Ryerson (for Jared Blumenfeld)
Deborah Jordan
Colleen McKaughan
Ann Lyons
Niloufar Glosson
Anita Lee
Ray Saracino
John Mikulin
Ben Machol
 
I am cc’ing the following individuals because I believe you do not have responsive documents, but
 should probably be aware of this FOIA. If you think you have something responsive, please let me
 know (Todd Hawes, Martha Keating, Rhea Jones, Kelly Zito, Bill Keener, Rusty Harris-Bishop,
 Matthew Marks, Brent Maier).
 
Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns.
 
Thank you!
Anita
 
 
Anita Lee, PhD
Environmental Scientist
US EPA, Air Division, Planning Office (Air-2)
75 Hawthorne Street
San Francisco, CA 94105
(415) 972-3958
 







 
 












From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Belin, Letty; Hoeft, Cynthia
Subject: RE: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 1:12:00 PM
Attachments: _remaining DOI emails.pdf


3-Agency Working Group and Sub-team Meeting Notes.docx
contact list for NGS work.pdf


Letty – no problem. I look forward to hearing about your trip!


Here is one more set of info we wanted to check that you are OK with us releasing from the 3-
agency working group meeting process.


Thanks,
Tamara


202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov


From: Belin, Letty [mailto:letty_belin@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:16 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming week
 at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office.  
 


As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.
Letty


---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week or
 two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara didn't
 say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the TWG
 somehow.


Attachments deleted - duplicate to files in folder titled "All Files 
Released in Goldwater FOIA" 


Redacted: PII
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She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA
 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I have
 pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was being
 redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure you
 were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in what
 EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


 cell


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


Redacted: PII












From: Saltman, Tamara
To: Belin, Letty
Cc: Hoeft, Cynthia
Subject: RE: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 1:25:00 PM


thanks!


From: Belin, Letty [mailto:letty_belin@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 09, 2013 4:23 PM
To: Saltman, Tamara
Cc: Hoeft, Cynthia
Subject: Re: EPA FOIA on NGS


Thanks Tamara:  I have no problem with any of the forwarded documents being released.
Letty


On Mon, Sep 9, 2013 at 4:12 PM, Saltman, Tamara <Saltman.Tamara@epa.gov> wrote:
Letty – no problem. I look forward to hearing about your trip!


Here is one more set of info we wanted to check that you are OK with us releasing from the 3-
agency working group meeting process.


Thanks,
Tamara


202.564.2781
saltman.tamara@epa.gov


From: Belin, Letty [mailto:letty_belin@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:16 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming week
 at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office.  
 


As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.
Letty


---------- Forwarded message ----------


Redaction:  PII
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From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week or
 two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara didn't
 say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the TWG
 somehow.


She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA
 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I have
 pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was being
 redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure you
 were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in what
 EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


 cell


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


Redacted:  PII



mailto:choeft@usbr.gov

mailto:Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov










From: McCabe, Janet
To: Belin, Letty
Cc: Atkinson, Emily
Subject: RE: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS
Date: Monday, September 09, 2013 5:52:00 PM


Ok.  Emily, could you please see if there’s a day next week that will work for Letty and me?  Thanks.


Janet McCabe
Acting Assistant Administrator
Office of Air and Radiation, USEPA
Room 5406A, 1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW
Washington, DC 20460
202-564-3206
mccabe.janet@epa.gov


From: Belin, Letty [mailto:letty_belin@ios.doi.gov] 
Sent: Monday, September 09, 2013 11:20 AM
To: McCabe, Janet
Subject: Re: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


next week should work for me.  Let me know what morning would be best for you.  Thanks.
Letty


On Mon, Sep 9, 2013 at 8:17 AM, McCabe, Janet <McCabe.Janet@epa.gov> wrote:
Letty--my main Q was about the FOIA so thanks for answering that. 


I doubt I'll be able to meet this week, but maybe next?


From: Belin, Letty <letty_belin@ios.doi.gov>
Sent: Friday, September 06, 2013 11:16:09 PM
To: McCabe, Janet; Saltman, Tamara
Subject: Fwd: EPA FOIA on NGS


Janet and Tamara:  I apologize for being so impossible to communicate with of late.  I have
 spent most of this week criss-crossing Hopi and Navajo reservations and other parts of
 Arizona meeting with all manner of tribal officials and other stakeholders and have literally
 had no time to phone except when we were driving through parts of the reservations where
 we had no cell coverage.  I would love to catch up and will be in the office this coming week
 at least through most of thursday.


Janet, let me know if you want to have breakfast if you are back in the office.  
 


As I told Cindy, I have no problem with the release of the documents that you forwarded to
 her.  Thanks for checking.
Letty


Redacted:  PII
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---------- Forwarded message ----------
From: Hoeft, Cynthia <choeft@usbr.gov>
Date: Fri, Sep 6, 2013 at 1:55 PM
Subject: EPA FOIA on NGS
To: Letty Belin <Letty_Belin@ios.doi.gov>


Hi Letty


I received a call from Tamara today.  I guess they have been trying to reach you for a week or
 two about a FOIA request EPA is processing on NGS and which is due today.  Tamara didn't
 say who it was from, but supposedly it looks like they are trying to tie EPA into the TWG
 somehow.


She said that some of the things they were included were some of the TWG agendas (no
 problems), attendees (no problems), and notes from some of the meetings (she wasn't sure if
 you had any concerns).  She didn't have any way to send me what was included in the FOIA
 response regarding the minutes, but she did give me some dates of emails and notes so I have
 pulled what I had on those and have attached them.  She did say some information was being
 redacted or summarized, but again nothing specific.  Mostly interested in making sure you
 were comfortable with this type of information becoming public.


Please let me (or Tamara or Janet)  know as soon as possible if you have any concerns in what
 EPA is doing with this FOIA.


Thanks - Cindy Hoeft
ASWS Liaison
Bureau of Reclamation
202-208-4182 work


 cell


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


-- 
Letty Belin
Counselor to the Deputy Secretary
U.S. Department of the Interior
202-208-6291


Redacted: PII
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